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aBSTlICT 

k longitudinal stiidy was qoaducted at.the On 
of Illinois it Orbana*Champaign (Oiocr to compare the academ 
progress Qf 76B stadentsi^^^w^ OIOC in Fall 1S7 

publio cbmmunlty colleges. In Illinois^ 676 students nho tran 
to OIOC in Fall 1977 from iour^year' qqllegesi and k,220 nafci 
students who wtee anrpired as continuing In Pall 197 

study involveds (11 a senester-by^senester analysis of the 
point averages (Sp&'s) and fcetantion and g 

ra^ei of the three student groupsi,|2V a comparison^of the G 
darned by the studeht groups during^ t^e study period in 12 a 
areasV ard (3) an analysis of tht dl^erances in acadetfic |c 
regiftered during the study periot| by students from each of 
community cdlleges transferring fSve or more students to 010 
addltlont a statistical analysis jwas used to determine predi 
eguations correlating pre -transfer 6PA»s with subsequent aca 
achievement , at OIOC, The study raport details proced^ures and 
limitationss revieirs related rasearchi ^coiitrasts pre- ^ 
post-trans€er GPA*sr oomparas the flrsti^ second, and' third t 
academic progress of^ tha three study groupsi presents subjec 
and institutional comparisons i and^ discusses, the implication 
study for OJOC policy. Data tables are appended. (JW) 
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/ .^ "^UnivtgrsNty 'Office of School and College. ReUti oris 
. Two-Year Comparis^. of ^Transfer and Native Student Progress 
■ at the ^yn/versity of Illinois at ,Urbarla-ehampa1gn4Xx 



V v.. 



^i-V '.Purpose 

' 'V The purpose of tM^ st'udy "is to compare the academic progress of^two-year college . 
ytriansfers. four-y&^ college transfers, and csntlnulng juniors (natives) at the "Univer- 
liisterof ni'inots^t Urbana-Champalgn as measured by mean grade pemt average (GPAJ, ] 
' Igralc staiSs, 'and continued, enrol Imint thraugh two years after transfer. A secondary ; 

lie 1s^ compare performance after transfer with performance before transfer on 
h.iuie ulm of mean GPA. These. three gpoups*J9're also compared in 12 subject matter areas 
^ \i4ilij^l?as1s of tnpan., grade point average* during the .1977-78 and .1978-79 academic years. _ 




I \.\ %!i|^iiniarv\of Results . \ 

i'l 'IxflMyjl'drThiKty-stx- percent of ffoth t|ie community, cpll^ege ind the four-year, groups 
' \haWkduated two years after transfer: ' .More than two out of three {7^%) of the 
/natiy^ljvnijors "bad graduated. i» 



; ' W. ^Seventy. percent, of -the community college transfers and 77 percent of the four- 
Vlvelr Cffllege transfers had g»:aduated or continued on clear or probationai;;y status two 
\'V ILa^-Wter transfer. -The retention ratio is higher (88$) for the native^jumors. . - 
4- , PV. -3C^ -two-year transfers '*nd four-year tr^ansfers h^ iipnlar tpnsfer GPA's 

' fi' 22 and 4Jl7)". Continuing students had compiled a\ lower division msan \ ■ - 
r , GPA'bf 3.99. Both tvtovyefr and, four-year | transfer students experienced a f^rst teroi, 
\ \'mmn mean GPA; - The communi1;y college group experienced the greater transfer- 
i;'\/\ .'>sfidcktt with r .62 'drop in GPA. accompanied by a decrease of .28 for the fouj^year 
V; V Ipll Sojever each group maintained prj Increased 1ts.GPA\for the three m\ming 

\ya\ *TS?(|!rn the fourth term of the study the cpnmunity college , transfer students >ti 11 - 
" \ ^enVdi;ri achieved a mean grade point average of 3.96, which i^^.Sl If" tjan^th^ 
'*.\V g4uP'JfeKle\^.ed-before transfer, while the four-year transfer aVid native studen^s\ still 
^..enrblVedWach^eved GPA's of 4.07 and 4.11, respectively ^ 



V 



ige 
of the 

\subject areas stuaiea auring tne Tour teniib. \ .. \ 

> \V. Th^ .pre-transfer GPA of, individual students is a significant .pred ctor of 
term UIDC\GPA, lasfUIUC GPA, and last UIUC status for the community ^college transfers. 
The' pre-transfer GPA of individual students is a significant predictor of first, ■ 
secon(j, and^thiVd term UIUC. GPA, and UltJC GPA for last term of attendance for four- 
\ year\ trans fe^rs... - - , , * , 



\ Policy Considerations . 

l. fhk findings of tKis study tend'to support the continuation of the existing admission 
policy for trlnsfer students. Retention^ ratios of .70 and 77 for community college 
a'hd fLr-year college transfers, demonstrate tl>at students who have performed successfully 
at the We-trans^er institution .continue to achieve at a reasonable level m compari- 
son with native students. .Some "ref^^^ of the transfer admissions criteria may 
\ be appropriate 1#he;futi^^^ 

transfer . s:tudeii|s.;^ ■ ^, ' / / : ,^ 



• ''Ifhy su^^^ by Ernest F..Anderson presents the findings' of Research 
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. .; / : ■ .1. - Iniroducflon ' 

The number of new" transfer students enrolled at the University of Illinois 
at Urbana-Champalqn increased f,r^ 1 ,20# (18% of the new undergraduate students), 
"in the .ltf69 fall term^ 1,717 {pn of the new undergraduate students) in the 
1979 fall term.^'^^ In 1979 approximately 17 percent of the total fall. term 
undergradua-te enrollment had transferred to UlUC.^.and approximately 54 percent 

of the transfer student enronment had^ast attended a community or Junior 

/ _ I ' 

These data document the /relative Importance of tramfer students to the 

' ' ^ " ^ V ' ' • 

total student enrol Iment and vntellectual life at- when compared with begin- 
ulng freshmen. "During the twelve year period from fall , 1968, through fall, 1979, 
approximately 21 percent of the'new undergrad^uatepj at UIUO entered as transfer 
students r^while 79 perj4nt entered as beginning J fneshmenr Therefore, the number 
and academic achlevefents; of ^t^ In a substantial way 

to the number and q^uality of graduates from UIUC, ^ 

Purpose ; . / . 

The purpose of thls'study 1s to describe and analyze the academic progress 
of community coTlegQ transfers s senior college transfers, and' continuing juniors 
(natives) at the University of IlliJiois at Urfaa.na-Ghampai.gn, as measured^ b mean 

. " . . ■ -,■ K ' ^ • , - - , .-■ ■■ 

UIUC grade point average (GPA), academic status, and continuing enrollment and 



^"^UnTWrgj tv^of^^minois^ Enroll men t .Tables Semester or Fall Quarter . • 

1969-70 . Champaign: Office of Admissions and; Records , University of Illlnots, 
October 19, 1970, p. 13. , ( 

■■■ . ■ : ■ ■ ■■■ .■ " - • ■ V / ■ .■ ■ 

, '^University of Illinois. Enrollment Tables. First Semeste r or Fall Quarter, 
1978-80 . Champaigri: University Office of School and College Relations, University 
of Illinois, February. 1980, p. 20. , ' 

: . ■ _ ^ "I, ^ . ■ ^ * ■ t • 

^Ernest F. Anderson, "Transfer Student Enrollment at Urbana-Champaign, Fall 
Semesttrs, 19781 and" 1979." Champaign: University Office of School and College . 
Relations, University of 'Illinois,. Memorandum dated^ ^ , • ' 
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graduatldn (conectively termed ' raten t ion' 0 through four: terms, or two 
academic jratrsv after transfarr compare the aca- 

demic achievimeht of feach group if ter transfer with^ performance -i^' ■ 

before transfer on the basis of mean grade point- average, \ ^ - , , 
. " The three groups are compared In twelve subject matter areas on the bpis 
of mean grade point average during the four terms surveyed by. this it udy.^ Dl1f-i 
ferences in academic achievement and graduation rate of transfers from individual 
community colleges with five or more new transfer. students in the 1977 fall terni 
are also reported and analyzed. The study analyzes the relationship between the 
mean change 1H grade potnt average from pre-transfer GPA to/UlUC; ^ each 



community college find the retention and graduation rates for the transfers from 



that institution to test whether or not there Is a significant dlffjii^nce in tht 
effectiveness of transfer grade point average as a ^predictor o|-^tention and V ' 
achievement among, various oommunity colleges* Finally^ the effectiveness of pre;- ^ 
transfer GPA as^a predictor of retention (including graduation) and UIUC SPAV ■ 

■ " . ■ ■ . ' '■ ■ . - . . ' / / - ? _ 

each term* last term GPA, arid final status is tist#a for^ the cbrpunity college 
transfer group and for the four-yea r/college transfer group through the; use of; 
• the Pearson Product: >toment- Correlation Coefficient. 

Method 

' This study proyides a description and analysis of data for two groups of trans- 
fer students and a comparison group pfUIUC students who earned all of their 
college credit at UIUC* Coniminlty college transfers in the study include all the 
new and readmitted students to UIUC for the 1977 fall term who completed twelve 
or rnore semester hours prioir to^transferrlng alid whose iristitution of last at- 
tendance was a coninunTty^or juhior col lege* This group is cgmprised^ predomtnately 
of students who transferred from publie community and junior colleges in 111 inois. 
The population of 768 cormiunity college transfers entered UIUC with a mean 



pra-tranlfer grada potnt average, of 4.22 (A - a.OO). Based on a random sample 
of 1Z& studanti* ift was estimated that the ^roup complated an^ average of 59 
.senfester hours (approximately two years) of transfer credit p6r studeht prior to 

^rollment at UIUC. . . : ' — / ^ ^l ' 

Transfers, from four-year col leges anfl universities include all new and re-, * 

>admitted undergraduate students to UIUC fop the 1977 fall term who completed 
twelve or more semester hours before tfansf erring and whose institution, of . 
last attendance offers at least a baccalaureate degree. This population of 6761 
student3|entered with a mean -"pre-transfer grade point average of 4 J (A =^5, 00.),^ 

'This. graup^completed i^n average Qf BS^ semester hours- of transfer credit per 
student; this average is similar to the average hours of transfer credit (59) 

-Msempleted by the community college Student befare transfer* . 

The native students (comparison group) include 4*220 fall, 19775 continuing 
juniors who entered--WUO as begin completed - 

at least Bo, and less than 9^ semester hours at UlUC'withoutV receiving transfer 
cre^llti Xontinuirtg juniors were selected fpr the controPB^oup because the ^ 
majority of ^he transfers to UIUC have complettd transfer credft which places v 
them at or. near the, junior class level . The Uixlversity of niinois meaii.GPA 

.earned by^lhese students before selection tO'^his group was 3.99 (B ' 4.0Q). 
Even though this group , is utHjized as a basic contrpl , It should not be assumed 
that th| three populations are matched with respect to the academic .variables 
known to make a significant ^contribution to college performance i i.e. ACT scors^e 
and high school percentlTe rank In class. It 1s estimated that the native. grouty 
has comple-Ced an average of 63 semester Hoursp making it likely that this \ 

.group will have a higher graduation and retention rate after fout; more terms 
than the transfer group. - ' . ■ 

Data for this study are based on the final Student Reco.rd Masjfcer Tapes for fall 

' ■ " , . ^ / ■ . ■ ■ ^ ^' ' ^' ' ■ . ^^MV ' ^ ' ^ ^ 

and spring terms for ^the 1977 fall term through the. 1979 spring te^^ipis ..reported 



•in the Community Cblfege Transfer Student Summary ol^Pr^gress Rep.drts prepared ! 
for the Qffice'of Admissions and Records-. Graduation during the 1978 and 1979 
suimer sessions are included in the retention rates'. The confidential Cqmrnunlty. 
College Transfer Student Sunnary Of Progress' Reports list the' fol lowing data for 
Individual community college and four-jfear transfer rtudents: name, UIUC college, 
curriculuraj class, prertransfer GPAi/tran^fer hours, UIUC ierm GPA, and ,end-of- 
term status. The summary page includei the following cornparative data for indl- 
vidual community cplleges: mean and median pre-trarrsfer GPA, mean and median UIUC 
ter* GPA in twelve subject areas and for all courses conbined, and student status 
(number graduated, nunter on- clear, number on probation," number dropped, and num- 
ber who withdrew)^ Jhese same data are presenteld 'in sumnary form each term for all 
conmunity college transfers, all four-year transfers, and all cont-inuing juniors 
(natives). ' ' • 

— ' Each community coil ege transfer and each four^ear college transfer was tracked 
from term to term for four terms as a basis for verifying the academic status of 
each student at the end of the 1978-79 academic year. Students on clear: or pro- 
bationary status at the end of a term who failed to re-enrol f are reported as 
"left on clear" or "left on probation" in the final suimari* so that each indi- 
vidual Is accounted for' In the two transfer groups . |ont1nuing term to term aca- 
demic status dati were not avallab'U for Individual native students; therefore, 
some error (less than on^e percent) in the net count of .native students listed as. 
"dropped" or "withdrew'' Is possible, as some students coul'd have been readmitted 
and eounted In another status category or Gontinued as undergraduates 

graduation, - ^ ^ 

Three- academic status categories were utilized In the calcuT of a retention 
ratio fOr each group, |he^tention ratio represents ithe proportion of pach 
original 1977 fall groiipQhich had graduated or was still enrolled at the'^n- 
cluslon of each term. Th'ls Wtio Is the total nuntersof students in a given >. 



grbup Who have gradMatid or who wer€ eligible to conJjinue on clear or probatipi^J^ 
status divided by the total number of transfers comprTslng'the 'fal 1 , 1977 grou[5\ 
■' ; Th6'study ahalyzes<the relationship of differences between, pre-transfer 
and post-trarisff r, GPA (drop in mean Institutiffnal SPA) and the retention ratio 
Of students from that' IhstHutlon two The Pearson Produet ^ ^ 

Moment Correlation Coefficient is utilized tr^tw^ whether or not the observed ;/ 



correTat{jlon is si gnl f icantly ^i f f erent from zero , \ Communi ty *coT 1 egas ^wi th f i^er 
thah; five transfer studlents are omitt^ tn^this :analysisr No individual Institu- 
tional analyses are performed with four-year fcollege transfers^ as these transfers 
ire not Identified, by institution^ of last attendance in this study. 

Analysis of individual^ student performance as measured by pre-transfer QPA\ 
and three measures of academic su^ess at UIUC by Mmmunity- college of last at- ^ 
^tendance was. conductati to determine^whether differences In academic achievement - 
and academic status related to pre-transferySPA existed among the various com- ^ 
muni ty /colleges. The correlation coeffic1en|..(r) was calcula^^^ for each. of the 
thir^^eveh corrinuhity colleges between one predictor |Xj ^ pre-transfer GPA) and 
six outcome variables ^ first term UIUC GPA, Yg ^ second term GPA, Y3 ^ third 
term UIUC GPA, f fourth term UIUC GPA, .Y^ ^ Last t^rm UIUC; GPA, and Yg ^ final 
status at the University of niinois,) Status categories were coded in descending 
order of achievement as shown belowi / ; 

status Code ^ * . 

Graduated (G) \ . " 7 . 

Enrolled on Clear (C) ' 6 

Left on Clrtr and did not re-enroll (LOC) 5 

Enrolled on Probation (P) 4 = 

Withdrew during a term y^nd^ did not re-enroll (W) 3 

Left on Probation and 4Hd not re-enroll (LOP) - 2 ^ 

Dropped (D) 1 

The above analyses were completed for a^ random sample (N^ 125) of both the 
four-year transfers and an equal nunter of'community college transfers; sample 
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size fluctuates from terni-t07,term, as some members of the, 'ortgirial sample did' 
not-re-enroll In stibstquent terms. No anaV^sIs of native performance was con- 
ducted becausa of. lack of individual student identification /n .the '.printed data 
provided for this study. . " (• ' ' 



Limitations 



This study des£rlbei, analyzes, and compares the success ari|^^tSr^nce of 
two groups of transfer students and a selected group/of contihuihg native stUderfts , 
similar In class level to the transfer groups.. These three groups are not assumed 2 
to be '"matched'l-4Ji statistical terms, but are restively equal on pre-transfer GPA ' 
■for the transfer groups^ while the nfean GPA for /the. UIUC native students (the 
control group) is si ightly lowei^ than 'for the /two ■tr^fer group4 Even though " • ■ 
comparisons are made among transfers from vaiious Institutions an^^types of tn- 
sti tut i ons of gpyi ous attendance , th 1 s- s tUdy i s not i ntended to slr^ve as a bas 1 s :^ 
for 1 nf^rence about the j ndependent ef f eot ( s ) of a' spftific institution or type 
Of institutionv The students who Irans^rred from the varid^^bphunlty cf^ 
and fpur-year colleges are not ma^checr on such' siflBifiqant variables as Anwrican 'V ' 
College Test (ACT) composite score of high school percentile rank (HSPR). Native 
student data are reported as group/data only. ' This' study does, 'however,, proylde . 
insight into Individual and gf-oup/ performance by these various sub-populatibns of 

/ ' ' ' ' ' - * ^ ' " " 

students at UHJC. y \ " ' ' ' ' • ,; 

Related Studle^v . ' ^ i v • ) 

A recent three-year follow-up study by ttch* of 10,504 fall , 1973 commuhllty \ ' 

col lege' transfers to 24 Illinois four-year college and universities concluded that. . . 

"... during, the first year the grade' point average of ' " ■ 

the transfix students dropped frp 2f 8 (B on a ■ '^^"y • - 



Ivan J,. Lach, "Summalry of the Statewide Follow-up Study of Community Call ege 
Transfer Students in Illinois." Springfield: 111 mois Community College Board 
September 19, 1978, p. 1. \ V , : ^ ' . 
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'/ '"scale) at the community colleges prior to trinsfer to ' 
^ ' 2,65 at the senior collagtS. ; By the; em of the second 
. .yearj howeveri the grade point average the transfer 
.' students at the senior institutions was bacK to a 2,8 
average, ,r,Th6'rasults of this study indicate that 
: Illinois public community-coll age transfer students . 
are performing well at the^ senior colleges. The lar'ge 
majority of students were able to remain enrolled at ^ 
the senior institutions and the overall grade point 
average of the transfer students at the four-year 
colleges. arid universities was a B average. At the 
4 end of^three years, almost one-half of the students - ^ ^ 
. ;* have, completed the fiaccalajjreate degree and another 

one-fourth of the .stadents. were still enrolled pur- - . ^ 
' > suing the four-year degree. Since a large hunter 

of students transferred prior to completing the • , 

' » associate degree jit the community cdllege and because , # 

many stiidents are enrolled at the four-year colleges i 
on a part-time basis/many more of these students are ' , 

expected to complete the baccalaureate degree In 
another year J' ^ ^' 

The report from which Lach''s suimiary statement was developed concluded that 

"at .'the end of the. third jfear, 73.2 percent of -the transfer students for whom data 

'Wepe obtained either.]graduated or ware still enrolled and actively pursuing the 

baccalaureate degree," That^ same report showed that 45,6 percent of the transfers^ 

tb UlUC^^-^for which data were obtained had graduated by the end of the 1976 spring 

term. However, ^the liarrative failed to-alert%ie reader to the fact that data 

were obtained for only 423. of the 745 fa^^J^^^^p, UIUC tomsfer population for the 

^spring, 1976 semester. The actual graduat1of|| rate for /he 745 f^ll,-1973, com- 

munity college transfers was 59 percent as repo^^^^^ Anderson In 1977,^ 

A 1979 study by. Anderson and Beers compares the. progress of the 1976 fall 

1 ' 7 
transfer' students and natTVe Juniors during the 19^^77 and 1977-78 academic years. 
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Illinois Community Cojlege Board-^ A-^Statew1de Follow-up Study of Students Who 
^ yfV jinsfer fNm iaiinolsnPublic Community ral^ ^ to FQur-year iColleggs and Universities , 
:1ngf1tf1dIlj111nois' Comunlty College Boarif^ D-350, September, 1978, pp, 30-31, 

^Ernest F.%i^rson, ' '*Three-year ComparisoKof Transfer and Native Student 
Progress at the University of Illinbis at »Urbana-Champa1gn, Fall , 1973 Group, 
Champaign: University Office of Schoo1«jind College Reiationst University of 
Illinois, Research Memorandum 77-9, August, 1977, p.7, ^' 

^Ernest F, Anderson and Philip G. Beers. : "Comparison of Transfer and Native 
Student progress at the University of Illino1& at Ulrbana-Champalgni Falli If 76 Group, 
Champaign: University Office of School and Conege Relations, University of Illinois,' 
Kipseflurch MemoranduniJa^£j_pecember, 1979, pp.l2-14, 
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This two-year follbw-up of 678''conimunity college transfers,, 50B four-y«ar 
college transfers, and 4,574 natives reported that 71 percent of the community 
college trans fens and -79 portent of the four-year conege transfers had either 
graduated or were eligible to continue on clear status two years after trans- 
ferring while the comparable figure for the natives was 88 percent. 'Community ^ 
college transfers did not perform as well after' transfer to UIU'C as they did at 
thi commuriity college before transfer, this group experienced a first term drop , 
in G^A of af^proxinktely, .60 and did not completely.recOMer that drop during any 
of the terms of the two-year period covered by this, study. However, -the four- . 
•year transfers performed only slightly lower after tranlfer than they did before 
transfer, while UIUC'=iwyves irtiproved their performances (as measured by change In 
GRA from initiation <ift^s study) in^each of the four terms. Slightly more (79% 
vs. 71%) of the four-year college transfers than community college transfers were 
retained for the two-year period. UIUC natives achieved a retei>taaft-4at1o of 
,88. Forty percent of the* conrnunity college group and 45 percent of th^ four- 
year college group had graduated two years after transfer. ^ 

A three-year comparison of transfer and native student progress at the 
University of lirinois at Urbana-Champaign for the' fall, 1973,Group was reported 
by Anderson in 1977.® This study of 017 two-year transfers, 1136 four-yeai\ 
transfers, and 3542 natives reported that 59 percent of the two-year transfers 
had graduated, seven percent were continuing on clear, nine percent had been dl-opped, 
and 24 percent had withdrawn or left for various reasons. Sixty-two percent of • 
the four-year transfers had graduated, seven percent were continuing on clear, 
four percent had dropped, and four percent withdrew (information concerning those 
natives who left on clear or left on probation wgre not available). The retention 
rates for the two-year transfers, the four-year transfers, and the na-t1ves ;were 



^Ernest F. Anderson, Research Memorandum 77^9, pp'4-7, 

14 



.6.7, .69r and •85| respective Ty, Two-year transfers achieved a first term ^ 

UIUC SPA approximately .51 less thanr thase students had ichteved before transfer, 

After six terms these transfer&^were achieving UIUC GBA's (3.30 on ^a 5,00 

scale)^ approximately .28 less than their pre-transfir avera^. \ ^ 

Studies by Anderson and Beers'^ and by Anderspn and Henderson^ ^ comparing 

community college transfers^ four-year college transfers i and native juniors at 

the University of Illinois at Chica|o^C1fcle (UICC) based'on the Summary of 
' ^ - ■ • ■ ^- V t ^ ■ ^ ^ "\ 

^^^Trans;fer Student Progress fteport calculated and replicated success and retention 

rates fi0r that campus. The^most complete study is a four-year follow-up com- 

parson of transfers and natives beginning In the 1973 fall term. Approximately 

29 percent of the community college transfers, 32 percent of the four-ye^r college 

transfers, and 66 percent of the natives had graduated fouV* years 'after the initi- 

ation of the study. The ^retention ratios were .32, .36, and .70, rkpectively, for 

the three comparison groups. Community college transfers experienced a A7 dfop 

in first term GPA compared with their pre-transfer average, whereas the four-year 

transfers experienced a gain of .06; natives dropped by ,01. Community college 

transfers performed below their pre=transfer average in each of the sixteen terms 

13 ' ' 

reported in this study. " \ 



' ^Ib1d, pp. 17-18. 

^^ErnestF. Anderson and Philip G, BeerSs "Comparison of Transfer and Native 
Student Progress at the University of Illinois at Chicago Circle* Fall 1978 Group*" 
Champaign: inlversity Office of School and College Relations, University of 
IlUnoiSs Research Memorandum 80-4* July* 1980. 

^"Ernest F, Anderson and Stanley E. Henderson* "Comparison' of Trans- < 
fer and Native Student Progress at the University of Illinois at Chicago Circle* 
Fall* 1976 Group." Ghampaign: University Office of School and College Relations* 
University of Illinois* Research Memorandum 78-3* March* 1978, 

"^Ernest F, Anderson and Stanley E. Henderson* "Four-Year Comparison of Trans- 



fer and Native Student Progress at the'University of Illimois at Chicago Circle** 
Fall* 197: ' ^ ^ ^ - . - - ^ ^ . . 

irsi 
13, 



^3 Group." Champaign: University Office of SchooT and College Relations, 
University of Illinois* [Research Memorandum 79-1-, March* 1979. 



'IbicI* p. 25. » 

15 



A statewide study ^p?" 1973 cpmmun^ conege trartsfers to Illtnois senTOr* 
cotVegafi'and universities sHows that one year after transfer 7B percent Were 

on clear, 10 percent were on prpbation, 8 percent had wfthdrawnVand^ percent 

' ^ < * • 14 \ 
had been dropped. All community col lege transfers achieved a cumulattv.e GPA 

of 2/65 on a, 4.00 scale for the 1974 spring semester. The mean &PA increased 

to 2,80 in the spring of the second year, which is equal 4o the pre-transfer GPA 

for the students in the study.^ 'Two years after transfer, 77..5 pereent of the 

students had graduated or were. in good standing and pursuing the baccalaureate 

. . 15 

degree, Twenty^-two percent had graduated two years after transfer, — 

}$ • ' ^ 

WermerSf in a comparison of transfer and native student achievement utiltziog 
analysis of covariance tq^squate the'groupSj reported , . . - 

that junior college transfer student^ rank lower 
than four-year transfer students land natives orr ACT, ^ ^ 
HSPR, and SES. Junldr college tfansfir studints^ailso - 
scored lower th'an t-he four-year groups on- standard 
scores achieved on' the CLEP General E)<aminationt the * , 

common criteria of achievement i Differences ."between 0^ ' ^ 



natives and foUr-year transfers on ACI^ 
and CLEP scores were not as cVear, 



iSPR, SES, 



erence on mean CLEP scores among th b groups 
diminished when the control' variables were applied 
in the analysis of covariance technique, The 



sion 



results .of this study seem to Indicate tfiati 
generally s students who completed lower 
requirements in junior 0914 leges,, and theji transferred 

academically 

a pace\ 



to the University of Ilnnpis progressed 
during the first two years of college at 
equivalent to students who .completed lowir division 
requirements 1n_four-year institutions'.", 
[Note: ACT (AmericWfh Col lege Testk HSPR (High 
School Percentile Rank) I SES (Socioeconomic Status) ^ 
CLEP (CollegeS^evel Examination Program).] ^ 



■^Illinois Community College Boards A Statewide F'ol low- up Study of Fall, 
fer Students from ITlinois Public Community Col le ges . Vol, lU No. 11.^ 
gfield: Illinois Community College Board* June* 197-^, pp; 12,14, - , 

15; ' ^ 



1973 



Ibid, p. 25. ^ , , ' . 

ifi * • ' . 

Donald "J, Wermers, "Achievement by Junior College Transfer , Four-year 
College Transfer, and Native Juniors as Measured by the CLEP General Examlna 
Champalgnr University Office of School and College Relations, University of 
Illinois, Research Meitiorandum 72-5, March, 1972. 

IG • ■ : 



s. 



r: Iri^^sui^^^ the Community ColJege Board statewide report of 1978 
intferptr^t^^ mean that community college transfers to senior 

Golltgie and universit^^^ at approximately the same level after transfer 

as they flid before trarTifer, In .contrast, the evidence presented by the con- 
tinuing studies.; ofrJ)^ainsf^ to this two catnpuses pf the University of 
Illinois presents evidence which falls to support the conclusions of the 
statewlde/studys irisofaY* as these two campuses are concerned* This ^ study pro- 
fides additional data vh)i($h may he]p explain the differing conclusions 



conqerning achleyement levels of^transfer students. 



\ 



ERIC 



First Term Achfievemen^^ 



/' il\ Findings ^ 



12 
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'Tabte 1 presents a st/mmary of transfer 'and native student progress for the 

four-term per/iod fr;om fi^ll 5/ 1977, through springs 1979 ^ excluding lumner sessions 

y: - ^ / ^ ij'i /- ' ■ ' - ' ' ■ 

(6xcept grad^uatipfi/ information) , A detailed presentation and analysis of the faSl* 



1977, teVm/is prjetsented in Appindix A for each cormunity college from Which frve 
or more students transferrer 



Individual institutions are identified by confidential 



code, 



, The commuriity college grdup of 768 transfers entered in the fall of 1977 
with a pre-transfer grade/ point average ofi.4,22 (A ^ 5.00) . This^group achieved 
a 3,6 mean first tirm;GPA at UIUC, which is ,62 OoWer than this group's maan pre- 
transfer GPA. This drop/ in iTtan first term GPA is slightly flreater (.06) than ^ 
the ,56 decrease reported by Anderson and Kuslck^^ .for 526 fall, 1966, term trans- 



fers from cotnmunity colleges/ Comparable decreases In. first term KSPA's/ from 



.18 



I 



pre-transfer CPA's for community college transfers were reported In 1975 (.59)^ , 

1975 (.60)"^, 1974 (.64)* and 1973 (-51)i in 1972, community college transfers ^ 

^ . ^ ^ '2d 

dropped only ,39 from their mean pre-transfer GPA* * — ^ 

A total of 676;four-year colltge transfers entered UIUC in the fall ^f 1977 

with a mean pre-transfer grade point average of 4.17. This group achieved a^meah 

first term GPA of ,3.89, a decrease of .28 from the group's mean {Jre-transfer GPA. . 

J ' . : , — — ________ » . t , • ■ ' • 

■ ^^Ernest F. Anderson and James J. Kusickv "Success of Junior Cp.n,ege, Jransfers 
at the, University of Illinois at Urbana-Champalgn, .Fall, *197|." 'Ctiamp^4gn:_ ' , 
■.University Office of School and College Relations, Univers1^ ,pf 11 linois^V ^esfarch 
Memorandum 70-30, May, 1970, p. 13. • ■ • \ " ' ' 
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Anderson and' Beers, Research Memorandum 79-6, p^^^. 12, 



19 „ 



Summary of Student |rogrpss. Fall,' 197S Group {unpubll'shed) , ■Avai'laMe from »• 
ool fnd College Relations, .311 inin1 Towe.r, Champaign, JL , 



University Office of School 
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Anderson, Research' Memoranda* ^14 '{p. 4) , 77-4 {p*4), and 77-9 ('p. 4) 
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'table, 1 



rimary of Transfer and Native Student Pr6gress ^ 
University of nUnols at Urbana-Chafnpal'gh 
; , : Fall, 1977 Group ' 



'k Terms:'" " - 
. Fall. 1977 



Two-lfear Collegts 



Number of Transfers 
Mean Transfer GPA 
Mtan First Tarm GPA 
Change 1n Mean GPA 

Statur: V 

GradufiTted : 
Clear 

Probation y 
Dropped / 
Withdrew 



768 



4.22 
3.60 
-.62 



Retention fRatIo* 
Spring/ 1978 



0 
561 

130 
^ 34 
4'3 

(691) 



Jlo. of Transfers. " ' ^ 

Re-enrol Ifed / 665 ; 
MeafJransfer GPA . 
Mean Second Terrti GPA 
Change in Mean GPA , • ' \ 
Increase over 1st Tet^ 

Status: , \ 



0% 

73% 

• 1 n 

■ 4% 
6% 

.90 



871 



4.24 
:3.7; 
-.47 
.17 



Graduated 


9 




^ * Clear 


528.' 


-79' 


^/Probation 


81 . 


, J 11 


Dropped 


36 




- Withdrew 


11 • 




Retention Ratio* . 


(618) 


;80 



Four-Year Cbneges 

^ ■ (3) . , 



4.17 
3.89, 
- : 28 




0- 

579 
; 61 
IT 
25 

(640) 



605 



I 



4.. 17 

3.97 
-.20 
.08 



509 % , 
44 f * 
15 • . ' 
13 
4 



0%.. 

'86% 
' 91 

2% 

.95- 



4% 
34% 
7% 
3% 
2% 



.85 



' Continui'ng Juniors 

. - .(4y y ^ ' 
422a • 

.3.99 ' 
4.03 ^ 
+.04 ' 



r4 



0 

3895 
' 218 

■ ■ '^46 
, 61 

(4113) 



4079' 



257 
3554 
174 
45 
49 

( 3985) 



^0% 
»92% 
5% 



.97 



97% 



4.02 
4.08 
+ .06 
.05 



^ 6% 

a?% 

'41 
'f% 

2%' 

.94 



♦Retention Ratio: Prpportion of the Fall, 1977 Group which has graduated or completed 
the term on clear or probationary status , / - . X. c'^ 
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. ■ : , . TABLE l.(edr>t.) 

' -Summary of Transfer and Native Student Progress 
' Un1vers1ty;of ITl1n01s at Urbana-Cnampaign 
FaVi; 1977: Group . 



Terms . ' 
Fain -1978 



• f \ 'iTwo-Year Calleges 
- (2) 



Four- Year Colleges 

-(3) • 



Continuing Juniors 

(41 : 



Numbet^of TraQfifers . 684 
Re-enrolled'; - - ' " 

4 Mean T»?5nsfel^ GPA • A.Z6 

/ l^an Jh^rd Term^SPff" • ' 3.85 

Change i n i^ean GPA' „ - - . 41 

Increase' over- Second Term .08 

■ ' 

' ■ ; ' ,. 

, \Stetusi: , ' 



76f 



%|8 



78% 



3624 



4.19 
3.99 
-.20 



4.05 
4.11 
+ .06 
:03 



Graduated 

C-kear, 

Probation 

Dropped 

Withdrew 



Ratent+0n Rati 6^ 
SBflng, 1979 > . ; 

^flo, of Transtprs" 
' ' ^ Re-enroned V ^ 
Transfer 



.Mean' Fourtlijterifi GPA 3.96 

Change in Mean Gf^ A -.31 

Increase bver. third Term ' .Ml 

Staius: K , 



252 
' 234 
" 26 
19 
9 

*(534) 



4.07 
-.13 
.08. 



4.11 
+ .04 



, ; -GradiTajted ' 
Clear . ' 
■■• Probation 
Dropped 
; Wiwidrew 

Re^lntlon Ratio* ' 




,70 



""190^ 
268 
13 
6 
7 

J522) 



391 
•55% 
'3% 

n 



2420 

685 
69 
34 
21 



.77 (3704)^ 



86 % 





21 


27 


5% 


273 


7%- 


479 ' 


821 ■ 


453 


861 


3150 


87% 


56 ' 


101 


. 31 ^ 


6% ' 


• 132 • 


4% 


20 


31 


9 


2% - 


• 25 


11 


16 


3% 


8 


1% 


44 


1% 


557) 

s 


.7.3 


(535) 


.79 


(3812) 


790 








J 


















539 


70% ^ 


484 


72% 


^229 


77%' 


• 4.27 




^ 4.20 




4.07 





75% 
21% 

2% 
1% 
1% 

M 



.♦Retention Rati-o: Proportion of the Fall, 1977 Group wliich'has graduated or completed 
th^ ternj'on '^Tear or probationaTy sta^fc^ ' ^ ' • , / . 



TABLE iCCont.) 



Summary of Transftr and Native Student Progress 
University of niinois at Urbana-Champaigh 
' Fall, 1977 Group 




JJI 



Sunmary 

(End of Fourth Term) 

Graduatid 
Clear (Cont.) 
/ . Pro (Cont, ) 
. ^ Dropped 
Withdrew 
Left on Clear 
Left on Pro 



Total 



Two -Year Golliges 
• .(2) 



Retention Ratio* 



. 274 
'234. 
26 
93 
61 
61 • 
19 

768 

(534) 



36%,' 
31i 

12% 
8% 
8% 

•2% 



,70 



Four-Year Coll ages 
(3) V 



241 **. 
266** 
12** 

33 ■ 
36 
-71 
17 

676' V 

(519) 



36% 
39% 
2% 
5% 
5% 
10% 
3% 



,77 



Continuing Juniors 
(4! 



2950. 
685 
69 
150 
175 
n/a 



4029 



(3704) 



70% 



2% 
3% 
4% 
n/a 
n/a 



,88 



***/ 



has graduated or completed the 
er pf'Qgrams, 

***Sljghtly Inflated because some graduates re-enrolled and are counted twice.. 



*Retei1t1on Rat1j:=. PHoporti^n of the Fal 1 ^ 1.977 Group 
term on cVearWr probationary status. 

f*ThDse transfers (3) who' graduated, then continued |s undergraduates in 
are calculated in "Graduated" classification only. 



This decrease was approximately the same as found for the 1979, 1975, and 1974 

Iroupsi in 1973^s ,four-year transfers experienced a mean .first term decrease of ^ 

' - 21 

J3, and in ia^2s ''the decrease was *0S. t ^ ) . * 

The 4220 continuing juniors (natives) had accumulated a mean 6PA of 3.99/ 
prior to the Initiation of this study; this group achieved a mean fall, 1977, 
grade point average of 4.03. ^The natives, then^ acrfieved an increase of .04 
for the first term of the rtudy, when ^compared to the prior mean GPA for thdt 
group during their freshman and sophomore years/ The performance of the native 
group was similar to the natives' pirformances in 1979 (+,05),"^ 1975 (+.03),^^ 
an^ 1972 (+.06); in fall, 1974, the continuing juniors. experienced no^ain in term 
GPA, whils in fall, 1973, 'the continuing juniors decreased \03 from thaV group's 
mwn accumulated GPA at UIUC. ^ 

The mean pre-transfer GPA's and the mean UIUC SPA' s for the three study groups 
are Illustrated In Figure 1 for each of the foyr terms, dompacison of the' three ' 
groups In Figure 1 jShows that comunity college transfers entered with i meari 
pre-transfer QPA somewha| higher than the continuing juniors i and slightly higher 
than tKe four-year coTlege transfers; their first term UIUC performance, however, 
was approximately .6 lower than their previous achievement, ,3 lower ^than the 
four'-year college transfers' first term UIUC GPA, and .4 lower than the natives' . 
fall, 1977, UIUC grade point average, 

Further analysis of group performance variation for the fall, 1977, term 
shows that there was a greater proportion of community college transfers who 

21 

Anderson, Research Memoranda 79-6 (p. 12), 75-14 (p. 4), 77-4 (p. 4), and 77-9' 
(p'.4). • • 

22 

Anderson and Beers, Research Memorandum 79-6, p. 12. 

^^"Summary of Student Progress, Fall, 1975 Group'' (Unpublished), Available 
from University Office of School and College' Relations , 311 Illihi Tower, Champaign, 

24 

Anderson, Research Memoranda 75-14 (p. 4) and 77-9 (p,4), 
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Collegi Tj/Miferij Four-Yiir Trinifersj ind itlve Studint GPA by Ten 



J, 



\ 



were' placed on probation or dropped at th6 conclusioil of the term than, with the 
other two groups.. Table 1 reports that approximately one-fifth of the community col- 
lege group were either on probation (171) or dropped (4%), while comparable figures . , 
, for four-year college transfers were nine percent on probation and two~percent dropp|^d. 
The proportions were even lower for natives, at five percent and one percent, 
respectively. ( ' . • 

Another way of comparing the three' groups of students\i3 through the retention 

ratio* This ratio Is calculated by summing the number^Sf community college transfer^ 

who have graduated and those who remain enrotled, e^er on clear or probation, at the 

end of a term* then dividing that sum by the totaj^^er of community conege trans- 
■ ' ' . ' ' " ■ ' 

fers in the original fall, 1977, group. For eMple, the retention ratio (RR) for the 

- ■ / ^ ■• . ' ' ' 

cqmmumty college group at the end of the falj/ 1978,^^rm Is calMUtgd as shown below 

Retention Ratio <RR), - Sraduatesyfi)^\ Probat loh (P) 

3 -fall^ p7? Population (N)V^ \ 

■ • RR, , G(Vtg>3) t C3tP3 \ 



\ RR, .10^9 ^-13M 479 + 56 

, -Hl^^i 3 ^ 768 



557 / ■ . .-^ 



DP = ^ 

^ 768 



. ■ " \ '-^ * . - ( 

Retention ratios for fall terit],# 1977, were .90 for t-he community college group, I 
.95 for the four-year college grqup, and -97 |Jie continuing 'juniors' (natives). 
.A comparison of fall, 1977, retention).ratios w<|h |,pri#g, 1978, re-enrollment per- 
centager r6Vea1s that e\/en though 90 peVcent of cortAunity college group were eli- 
gible to retum for the spring term, only 87 per|8nt actaally re-enrolled, which was 
an additional loss'of three jpercent of the- original community coll efe population. 
The four-year college, group lost six percent of the group between the fall .and spfing. 
terms due t0 failure to re-enrdl 1 . ^ Fewer than one percent of the natives who were 
eTiglble to re-enroll failed to do so. ; 



4s 



demonstrated by previous studies » and substantiated by data for the 



1 



/ 



1977, fall terms a substantial drop 1n first term4GPA has occurred consistently 

foe community college transfers at UIUC, An analysis of factors influehding'%/. 

■ '■ - - - ' ' ' "* ' ' h 

this drop wft not readily available although the phenomenon (which has been * 

termed "transfer shock") may have been tTie result of 'difficulties v?^thenv1rQn-' 

mental adjustment. There was a' greater difference in' the achlevementpf qorflnlu 

college transfers .and , the other two groups during ^he firs^t term than durltig _ 

^rt^ of the other terirp reported in thi^ study, ^ ^ . , . . ' ' 

Ae cumulatli/e numbers and ratio of graduateSt atpng with, the retientlon 

ratio s^re presented in Tab1,e^2 foV each group for each of 'the four terms, v The ^ 

cumulative graduation and retention ratios presented in JsW^:^^^ are itlustpa^d 

for each of the three groups In Fl-gure 5, It is clpSr that ;thfe^ ability to grtf|^u- 

ate or continue on clear or probation is greater among the nat^ives than the tf^ans- 

fers and, greater among the four-year college transfers than among .the community 

lege grpups. ' 

TABLE 2 



Number of Graduates* Cumulative Graduation Ratio, and Retention Ratio ' ^ 
by Term and by Type of Institution of Last Attendance "-\ V 
Universi^ of Illinois^^t' Urbana-^hamp&ign 

^ . Fan, 1977 Group 1 . / V * - 







C.C. 


Transfers 


Four-Yr. 


Col .* Tr 


ansfers 


Natives ( 


Soph. 


&'yrs J 








Cumulative 




) 


Cumulative 




Cumulative 


Term. 

.liL 


No. 

in. 


No. 

HI 


Grad . 
Ratio 


Reten. 
Ratio 


No. 

■ m 


No. 
(7) 


Grad. 
Ratio 
(8) 


Reten . 
Katio 


NOi" No. 

(lomx 


Grad. 
Ratio 


Reten 
Ratio 
(13) 




/o 


0 


0' 


.90 ' 


0 


•0 


0 


.95 


0 t) 




.97 


2 


9 


9^ 


.01 


.80' 


24 V 


24 


.04 


.85 ^ 


257 .257 


.06- 


' 94 


, 5 


13 


22 


^.03 


.73 


27, 


51 


.0& 


. . 79 


273 530 


.13 


\ 


! ^ 


zp 


274 


,36 


.70 


190 


241 


.36 


■i- ,11 


1420 2950 


.70 


,88' 


'i Total 

■ Transi 


Fers 


768 








6;V6 




>— 


4220 
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Sieond Term Achievement . ^ ^ ^ 

. The mean GPA and academic states of returning community college trjirtsfers, 
four-year college trans fersi and native juniors for the spring, 1978* terjfn 



are tiported in T^ble 1.. A detailed analysis of these students and their 
performance is presented in Appendix B for dach community college whiehren- - 
rolled five or more-^stud^s in the-original group.- Pre-transfer CPA's were 
re-computed for the re-enrolTed. students In each of the three groups. The 
mean pre-transfer GPA for cormiunity college transfer students who remained 
enroTled changed very Tittle (from 4^22 .for all communii^ college transfers to 
4,24)/ and the mean pre-transfer GPA foif^ four-year college transfers who re- 
matned repenrdlTed foih two te remained the same (4.17). Continuing juniors 
experienced an imprfi^ement of .03, -^m 3*99 to 4*02/ over their mean lower 
division GPA* Therefore, these data do not suppoH the hypothesis that the 
transfer students who wpre 1 ow achi evers before transfer^ eave after one termv^ - 
Thi mean second term GPA for community college transfers was 3*77, which was^ 
.47 lower than their mean; prfhtransfer GPA. Their second term GPA was , however* 
a *17 Improvement over their first ternf GPA (3.60) at the University* Four-ytar 
college transfer students' GPA's at the University improved *08, from 3*89 for 
falV, 1977g ^ 3*97 for spring, 197B* mean second term adhievement for * 

four^^ear college trinsfers was, however, .20 lower than their mean pre-transfer 
GPA* The cont in uingijun'iors achieved a rean sprinn. 1978,^ term average of 4.08 • 
which was * 06 higher' than their mian lower Jivisiin dPA* Continuing juniors 
sffcwed a *05 improvement In achievement from falTI 1977* The community college 
transfers, then. Showed a partial recovery from the drop in achievMent at UIUC 
when compared to pre-trans<lr achievement , as did t|| fourryear col If ge group. 
Native juniors continued to improve their upper division GPA, One hypothesis 
which might explain the increase in the three groups* improved GPA 1s that those 
students returning for the second term were higher achievers than the total group 
populations for fall, 1977, term. . * 



Table 3 sfiows the mean transfer GPA's'for those community college and 
■four-year college Students Who did not return *to UIUC for the next regular 
term. Community college students who were dropped aftef the fall, 1977, term ^ ^ ■ 
entered with a nean pre-transfer GPA .37 lower than- the total group GPA ' ' 
(3.85 vs. 4.'22), and those who, left on probation were .15 below the mean pre- 
""transfrr GPA "(4707 vsr 4722)., H^ver, the actual d1 ff if ence between the mean 
•^pri-transfer GPA of all Jpmunlty college transfers and those who left the. 
university after the first term was only .08. Four-year college students who." 
.were dropped after the fall. 1977, term entered with a mean pre-transfer GPA of 
3.87i which is .30 lower than that of the total group (4.17) i those who left on 
probation were .Zl below the mean pre-transfer GPA (3.96 vs. 4,17). With foui*- 
year college transfers, there was a difference of .04 between the mean pre-transfer 
GPA of all transfers and those who left after one term (4.17 vs. 4.13). - . 

Ta^le 4 flirts last term^ achievement by transfer students leaving -the uni- 
versity. The mean fall, 1977, grade point average for fall, 1977, community college 
transfer studeots who left after one term was 2.62', this GPA was .98 lower than, 
mean fall, 1977, GPA for all transfers (3.60), was 1.60 lower than the pre-transfer 
GPA for* all cdhmunlty college transfers, and was 1.52 lower than the pre-transfer 
GPA for the 112 community college students who left after one term. A^tal of 
77 four-year tpansfers left after one term. These students compiled a mean fall, 
1977, GPA'of 3.35 (C * 3.00), which was .54 lower than the performance of all four- 
year transfers' (ar89), was .82 lower than the mean ^e-transfer G^A for all four- 
year transfers (4.17), and was .78 lower than the mean preftransfer GPA these 77 
Students had compiled. • 

Data from the tables discussed above support the hypothesis that some of the 
"transfer shock'Hflrst term drop in GPA) followed by a partial recovery during v 
the second term by the\ continuing community conege group, may be explained by 
the absence of the "leavers" who were dropped or, left on pro during the first term* 



Table 3^ ' - 

Pfa*Transfer GPA of Transftr Students Ltaving the University 
by Typ© of Institution of Last Attendance 
University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign 
. ^ - Fall* 1977' Group 



Term and Acadtmic Status 

Withdrew (1st Ttrm) 
Dropped (1st Term) ' 
. Left on Pro (After 1st Tenii) 
Left on Clear (After 1st Term) 



.^tan Transfer GfPA for all Transfers 
Second TerrmflBlIng, 1978) 




Withdrew (ancTTeffli) ^ 
Dropped (2nd Term) 
Left on Pro (After 2nd Term) 
Left ohinearlAfter 2nd Term) 

Totkl 

Mean Transfer 6PA for al 1 Transfers 
Third Term (Fall. 197a) 

' Withdrew (3rd Term) 
^Dropptd (3rd Term) 

Left on Pro (After 3rd Term) 
Left on Clear (After 3rd Term) 

Total C 

Mean Transfer SPA fpr all Transfers 

Fourth Term (Spring. 1979) 

Wijtfittf^ (4th Tenn) 
Dropped (4th Term) ' ■ 

Left on Pro, (After^th Term) 
Left on Clear (After 4th' T^ 

Total 4 ! 

Itean Trans^r GPA for all Ter^ms 



Two-Year Tranfers 
Nd. Pre-Trans. GPA 



Four-Year Transfairs 
No. Pre-Trans. GPA 
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43 


^ 4.29 




. 4.04 




>3 . OO 


II 




14 


4.07 


9 


3.96 


21 


4.36 


\ - 32; ■ 


4.34 


112 


4.14 


^ ' ;■ 77 ' ■ 


4.13 


/Do 




. d/D 


4,17 


11 


4. ft) 


13 , 


4.10 






lb 


3.77 


6 


'3,88 




4.02 


33 


'4.24 

\ ' , , : 


32 


. ;4.05 


86 


4.04 


66 


J^99 


665* 


4 P4 


Ant 




16 


4.16 


- a 


4.21 


20 


' 3.76 


, . . 9 


. 3.62 


1 


3.65 


' I 


3.75 


11 


4.28 


10 


4,20 


48 


4.01 


• = 28 


4.00 


584 


4.26 


528 


4.19 


^ : 9 . 


4.39 


- 7 .. 


■ '3.73 


19 


4.01 


■ 6 


a.75 


n/a 


n/a 


n/a 


' n/a 


n/a 


n/a 


' n/a 


n/a 


28 


4.13 


• 13 . 




539 


4.27, 


484 


: 1.20 
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/ ' j ' • • TABLE 4 ■ , • ' 

\L&i Tert Achievertfent by Transfer Students Leaving the University 
type of - Inst1tut1^on-,of>fst {ttendfnce^and Jcademi c Status 



'university of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign 
Fall, 1978 Group 



Terro and Acadenfic ^tatus ■ 



F^rst Terw (Fall, 1977) 

Withdrew" {1st' term) 
dropped (1st' Term) . . 
Left on pro (After. 1st Term)\ 
Lift on Clgpr (After 1st Term) 



' ^T^al • • f 

• • ■ " 'J 
' Mean U of I GPA' for jTI 

Second Term* ( Sprl ng , 19/8) 



transfers 



Withdrew (2nd, Term) 
' Dropped' (2nd Term) • 
^-Left on Pro (After^2nd Term). 
■ ieft on Clear ■(After Znd. Term) 

. .Ttital 

" Mean U of I GPA for a>l tran|fers 
Third Term (Fall, 1978) 

Withdrew (3rd Terih) > 

Dropped (3rd Term) 

Left on Pro (After 3rd Term) i 

Left on Clear (After 3rd#erm) 



Total ' , ' / 

Mean U of T GPA for all transfers 

Fourth Term (Spring, 1979) 

Withdrew (4th Term) 
Dropped (4th Tarm) • 
Left on Pro (After 4th Term) 
• Lofton Clear (After 4th Term) 

Total ; V. 

Mean U of I GPA for all transfers 



Two-Year Transfirs 
Last GPA ~ 

M 



43 
34 
,14 
21 

112 

768' 



.IT 
36 . 

• 6 . 

33 . ' 

'■86 ' 
665 

16(14)* 

20 . 
1 

11, 

48(46)* 
584 



. 9(7)* 

19 
n/a 
n/a 

28(26)* 
539 



1.99" 
^.62 
3.64 

2.62 



Four-.Year Transfers 
W. Last "GpA ^ 



25 , 
11 
9 

32(31)* 



1.55 
2.84 
4.14 



77(76)* 3.35 



3.60 


676' 


3.89 


3 42 " ^ 
2^21 

3,67 . 


■ ■ 13 ' 

- --m-- ^ 


3.56 
2.27 
2.75 
4.09 


2.95 " 


- 66 


3.45 


3.77" ■ 


605 


3.97 


3.59 

2.19 
I'.OO 
4.00 


. 8(7)* 
9 
1 

10(9)* 


3.90 
1.93 
2.50 
4.19 


3.02 • 


28(26)* 


3.26 


3.85 


528 = 


3.99 


3.57- 
2.14 
n/a 
n/a 


■7(6)* 
. . 6 . 
n/a 
.n/a ' 


2.86 
2.23. 
n/a 
n/a 


2.53 


13(12)* 


2.56 


3.96 


484 


4.07 



O *Number in parentheses represents students with reported GPA' s used In computing last GPA. 
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"Foiir-year cone^"^»^knsfers sfeem ^^o be 'iffected* to;,a lesser degree By "transfer 
). shock," as.noted .by'}:oinp^r^ng pre-transfe> j|A i^itf^ ,UIUG /ifst term GPA and by . ^ 

noting gains' in mean fif%; Hi stcona term a«ep ^trahsfeV. Four-yeaV college , 
\ group, gains may, bow^vep.^,be. partially explained by the-absenfe of Ipwachlpving . - 
"leavers," as was inferred foKcommunity college 1i|ifjro.vad GPA's, also. This re- , 
.Tationship between improved GPA'SNand the absence low achlevars at UlUC can be 
traced fon alV.terms (see fl.gureSx%2,3,4.and Table. 3) for.all threfe gr.oups beahg " , 
Studied. ^ ^] / ■ , ' , 

Thi three groups also dlfferid lV rates at the end q^f two ttrms.% , 

As shown in Table 2 and Ffgure 5, the proportions of the groups which were , 
graduated or continued on, clear or probat^^ end of the second 

term rank In destending order as follows: iiitflves (94^), foMT-year college,,, .'^ 
group (i3S%), and the cotmfinity M ' ' 1 

Approximately 12 ptflfCent of the fcbnitiuhl^feol lege group were on probationj . 
whITe only .seven percent Of the four-^^ of the; 

native groOp were on probation at the ■eTid;:pf one atoad^^ year. ^ total of eight ^/ 
percent of thr comtriunity college group, five jiercent of the fpurrye^r college 
transfers, and three percent of the natives were droppfd or officially withdrew 
during, the term. pieae pHternSt combined with ^WS" numbers pf stirie 
group which had graduated^ and first term Tetenti oil in an overall reten- 

tion ratio of *80 for the edmmunity colleg .85 for the four-yeaih college 

group f an|J .94 for the natives* v \ 

' The substantially lower graae point averagejl of the cormiunlty' coll ^ 
are, in parti reflected by the numbers of students on prc^atloni dropped, jand with- 
drawn in comparison with the other two groups. There is a lower retent^n ratio 
for the community college group 1vh^n compared ^h the four-year col Tege^ group. 
There is aUo an observable difference between GPA's of four-year college transfers 
and. continuing juniors, which may help explain- the' d1ffej?ence in retenf ion' ratios 
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transfer , the 539 community^ col lege transfers who re-enrolled achieved mean GPA 
of 3.96, which was an increase of .11 when compared with^ that group's third 



\erm GPA and was ^31 less than their pre-transfer GPA. A detailed analysis of 

these stud^lts and their performances is presented 1n Appendix D for each corn- 

■ >■ . -. ' ■ ^ 

munfty Gollege which enrolTed f1 ye or more students in the original group. 
Thirty-six percent of the prigT^^ community college group had graduated* thirty^ 
one percent arid three percent^ respecti^ly s were continuing on clear or proba- - 
tionary status* Of the students in tha original fall/li??, grbup^ twelve percent 
had been dropped, eight ^rw^nt of "^^ci ally withdrew arid nej/er returned {during 



a term)s eight percent left on clear status , and two percent left on probationary 
status, A total of 534 community college transfers had graduated or had com- 
pleted the spring, 1979, term, on cleai^ or probationary status^ which resulted in . 
'A a retention ratio of ,70 for the group, 
^ four-^year college grojjp consisted of 484 students 4^^11ed for the fourth 

term. This group ach^pte(d a mean term GPA of 4.07, which Is .ofe^greater than 
their mean third term GPA and was ;J3 less Inan their ^re-transfer GlP^ Of the 
original four-year college group (676 students), 36 percent had graduate^ 39 
*^=^ercent were on clear sta^s, and 2 percent were on probationary status. Five per 
cent of the total four-year college group were dropped, five percent withdrew* ten 
percent left on clear, and three percent left on ^^robs^ion. The four-year college 
retention ratio was .77t w \ 

^The native juniors who re-enrolled fwr the fourth'term (3*229 students) 
achieved a mean term GPA ofs44ll* which equaled that group's mean third term GPA, 
and was ,04 above the group's lower division GPA. At the er\d^o¥ four termsT^O 
percent of the native" juniors had graduated* 18 percent were on continuing status* 
(clear or probation), three percent were dropped, ""and four percent withdrew; the 
numbers of native juniors who chose to leave between terms were not available. 



lors wno cnc^ 



The retention ratio of^the continuing jun/Tors was ,88 
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This study dei^onstrates that community college tranjifers ^KpeHenct a 
substantkl drop In GPA "during their first term after transfer;Uhen partiany 
recover over the next thre# terms (-.62 after one 'term to -.31 a^er four terms) , 



and achieve at a level r^^cloMly agproxl mating their pre-t^ftp^r GPA. - This 



same trend can be observed fo^'thtf fall. 1^76,25 ^^^y^ ]$7^,^^ fall, 1973,2^ 
and fall, 1972^^ conmunlty col lege transfers as well. Figure 1 illustrates this , 
recovery in mean GPA by the community .college group; Figure 1 also inustrates 
that all three groups "begin with similar GPA's and that only the natives continue 
to achieve at a slightly higher level than they had attained during their lower 
division college work. ' ' , 

After four terms, 36 percent of the community college transfers, 36 percent of the ^ 
four-year transfers, and 70 percent of the native- juniors, -had been granta\ degrees . 
Thirty-one percent of the community college transfers, 39 percent of the fdjr-year 
transfers, and 16 percent of the native juniors were eligible to continue c|i clear 
status. The percentage of students on probation after four terms was low for all 
three^roups; the community college group had three percent of their total on pro- 
^^atlot, compared with two percent for the four-year group and the natives. Twelve ^ 
percent of the conmunity college transfers were formally dropped and never re- . 
entered at UIUC, along wjth five percent of the four-year transfers and th^a' percent 




^^Anderson and Beers, Research Memorandum 79-6, pp. 12-13. 
^Snderson, Research Memorandum *77-4, pp.A4-5. ; 

' ^hrmst F. Anderson, "Comparis4 of Tran^r and Native Student Progress at 
the University of Illinois at U?bana-Champa1gn, ^1973-74 Academic Year. 'V Champaign: 
UnlversltrOffice of School and Col lege Relations , University of Illinois, Research 
Memorandum 76-8, July, 1976, p. 4. ^ ^-"V^ 

. ^Bg^nest F Anderson, "Comparison of Transfer and Native Student Progress 
at "the On?vers ty of Illinois at Urbana-Champalgn, 1972-73 Academic Year." 
?ham;iign'5n1versity Office of School and College Rela ions, University of 

S Illinois, Research Memorandum 7&-14, December, 1975, p. /. 

■ ^ ' . . - ' . , 
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of the natives. OUring the course of four terms, eight percent of the community 



college transfers witHdrew and did not return, compared ^ith f^e percent of / * 



the four-year tr|nsfers^and four percent of the natives* Eight perfe^^o^P^the— ^ 
^gConfmunity college ^ansf^s. left on clear, compared ,>witK ten percent of the 
four-year transfers- previous comparison studies of Ul\jC transfers^have al&o- 
reported that a greater percentage of four-yeir college groups lef^ on 
probationary status and did not re-enter. This study did not attempt t« 
obtain data on the reasons why 'these students*left the university. " 

The retention ratio was highest' for the native Jwlors 1.88), followed by . 
the four-year transfer group (.77) and community college transfer group (.70). 
It can be assumed that by the j-Mnlor iyear, a student who^enron^e^ra^the 
University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign as a beginning freshman and continued 
for two years would be more likely to ^continue for two more years than a 
transfer student who is new to the environment and may have completed fewer 
hours of credit than a native junior, the transfer group from four-year 1n- 
stltutions achieved at a GPA level son^w^at below that of the continuing 
juniors, and their retention ratio was eleven percent lower thari the retention 
ratio forfnatives. The community college group GPA levels were well below those 
of the four-year group. and the natjvep each term and had a retention ratio 18 
percent below the natives and 7 percent below the four-year group,/^ 

Figure 1 *shows that the community college group entered with the highest 
transfer GPA and achieved the lot^est UIUC GPA during the period studied. One 
hypothesis to explain the, community'^ col lege group's continued lower achievement 
level at UIUC than before transfer is that the community college graces were in- 
flated over what those students might have earned had they attend^ UIUC for their 
previous college wofk. Some of the difference in pre-transfer and UIUC GPA might 
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also be assigned to "transfer shock" if the group had recovered after one or 
even two terms; with this |opulat1^n GPA recovery was in small, consistent 

Increments/ ^^^^^^^^^^ 

The UlUC GPA'b^ status qategWy Is shown in Table 4 by term and type of 



institfltlon of last attendance. TotaT GPA' s for those leaving the 'university 

' ' : ^-i \ " . 

were weT V beVow the^mean GPA's for all transfers each term--both for community 
cdllege and four-year transfers. Each terms those students who were dropped had 
aQhieved mean GPAU of 2.27 or<1ower (C - 3,00) and almost all of those who had 
let^rwhile on pro^tton had mean CPA's below 2,84^ (C ^ 3.00), In contrast to the 



students who were dropped and who left on probation, the students who left on 
clear status^d mean GPA* s well above 3,00 and^ approached orWceeded the GPA'* 
of all transfers in most terms. The GPA's for students who had withdrawn were. 



in most instants, well above the 3.00 level, also. These data Indlpate that a 
najorlty of Jl^e studf nts who leave while on clear status or who^^Jhdraw during 



ma 

a term are not in academic difficulty and must be leaving for reasons other than 
lack of ability to achieve satisfactorily at UIUC, If these students could have 



been encouraged to re-enroll and continue at UIUC, it Is possible that the gradu- 
ation rate for transfers could approach that of the continuing junlorfe. 

Comparison by Subject Area 

Data op transfer and native student grade point averages at UIUC In each of 
12 subject areas for the four terms Includied In this study are presented In Table 
The comnunlty college'group, the four-year group, and the natives were each assign 
a performanc^ rank in each of the twelve subject areas based upon the mean UIUC , 
GPA for each term. ^ , 

This rank-ordering procedure revealed that cormunlty college transfers ranked 
thy€f 3r lowest, in all of the 12 subject areas after the fall, ,1977, ternu The 
native juniors achlevedithe highest G^A in seven of the twelve subject areas, and 



the four-year group -ranM- hfghest in five subject areas: Foreign languages, 
Agri.cuUure, Home Econdml'cs , Education, jnd English and Humanities. The 
performance of the four-year group, more closely resembled that of the natives 
than that of the communHy college group; major differences (.20 oK:greater) 
between the four-year transfers and the hatives for first term GPA occurred In 
the subject areas of Bloioglcal Sciences and Physical Sciences, with the natives 
having the highest achievement. In the area of Home Economics, four-year 
transfers .performed .34 hi ghfr than the natives. 

Community col lege transfers encountered nrore difficulty In the subject 
areas of Math^Tnatics (GPA s.3.17). Physical Sciences (GPA = 3.33), and Bio- 
logical Scienks (GPA''= 3.52) than In other areas. Performance in each of these 
subject areas was below the comriunlty college group's average for all courses \ 
(3.60) and was at least .20 less than the performances of th/four-year transfers 
and the natives. Even though the community college transfers were well above 
(.20 or greater) their overall average for all courses In the subject areas of 
.Education (GPA = 4.29), Fine and Applied Arts (GPA^ 4.02), Home Economics 
(GPA « 3.83), the conrnunity col lege transfers achieved a GPA at least .20 below 
the other' two gr^ps In the areas of Businessi Foreign Languages, Agriculture, • 
Engineering, and Education. | , ^ 

Spring, 1978, data revealed that conmunlty college transfers ranked 
lowest in 10 of 11 subject areas (data , for the area of Home .Economics was no 
longer provided). They once again were well below (.20 or more) the oAer two 
groups In the areas^of Business an^ommerce (GrtA = 3.72), Physical^Sclsnces 
■(GPA - -3. 48) {i^nd: Engineering (GPA - 3.71 )i in addition to these three subject 
areas, community college transfers achieved below their overall average for ^ . 
all sybjects (3.78) in Mathematics C1.38) and Biological Sciences (GPA = 3.70). 
.. Communlt;^ CO liege transfers did, however, rank second in the subject area of 
Biological Sciences. 
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TABLE 5 I 
' Comparison of Transfer Native Student 

ADadtolc Achlavement by Subject Area 
University of IHinols at Urbana^Chfflnpaign 
Fall, 1977 Group 



Coimunlty Four-lfear 

Goliege College Continuing 

• - Transfers Transfers Jwlors (Na tlvfe 

Subject kemm. ' Mean GPA Rank. Meah GPA Rank Mem CPA Rank 

(1) (2) iZ) (4) (5) (6) (7) 



Fall, 1977 Cist Term) 



BiQloglcal Sciences 


3.52 




3.78 


(2) 


4.01 


(i) 


Business and Cosomerce 


3.68 


(3) 


3.95 


(2) 


3.98 


(1) 


English and Humanities 


3,96 


(3) 


4.22 


(1) 


4.13 ' 


(2) 


Foreign Languages 


3.83 


(3) 


4.12 


(1) 


4.06 


(2) 


Mathematics 


3.17 


(3) 


3.53 


U) 


3.70 


(1) 


Physical Sciences 


3.33 


* (3) 


3.53 


(2) 


3.81 


(1) 


Social Sclenaes 


. 3.74 


mr 


3.88 


(2) 


4.07 


(1) 


Agriculture 


3.65 


(3) 


4.00 


(1>- 


3.96 


. (2) 


Enginaering 


3.65 


(3) 


3.95 


(2) 


4.06 


(1) 


Fine and Applied Arte 


4.02 


(3) ; 


4.12 


(2) 


4.29 


(1) 


Education * ^ 


. 4.29 


i 

(3) : 


' 4.68 


(1) • 


4.56 . 


(2) 


Home Economics ^ 


3.97 


(3) 


■) 4.34 


(1) 


4.00 

■ f 


(2) 


All Courses 


3,60 


C3) 


■ 3.89 


(2) 


4.03 


(1) 


ring, 1978 (2nd Term) 














Biological Sciences 


3.70 


(2) 


3.67 


(3) 


4.02 


(1) 


Business and Conmerce 


3,72 


(3) 


3.93 


(2) 


3.96 


(1) 


Inglish and Humanities 


3.97 


(3) 


4.12 


(2) 


4.21 


(1) 


Foreign Languages 


3.91 


(3) 


''3.97 


(2) 


4.07 


(1) 


Matheniaticii . 


3,38 


(3) ' 


3.48 


(2) 


3.74 


(1) 


Physical Sciences . ■ 


3,48 


(3) 


3.74 


(2) 


3.85 


(1) 


Social Sciences 


3*86 


(3) 


4.00 


C2) 


4.11 


(1) 


Agriculture 


3.97 


. (3) 


'4.13 


(2) 


4.16 


(1) 


Engineering 


. 3.71 


(3) 


3.95 


(2) . 


4.09 


(1) 


Fine and Applied Arts 


4.29 


(3) 


4.44 


(1) 


4.31 


(2) 


Education 


4.46 


^3) 


4.47 


(2) 


4.64 


(1) 


Home Economics 














All Courses . , 




(3) 


3.97 


(2) 


4.08 


(1) 
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, tABLE 5 (Cont.) 

. Comparison of Transfer tod Native Student 

Academic Achievement by SubJ&t Area 
University of Illinois at Urbana-^ampaign 
. Fall, 1977 Group 



Subject Area 

Fall, 1978 (3rd Tem) 

Biological SclenGis 

Business and Coraerce 

English and Humanltiei 

Foreign Languagjes 

Mathematics 

Physical Sciences 

Social Sciences 

Agriculture 

Engineering 

Fine and Applied Arts 

Education 

Home EcQiiomlcs 

All Courses 

Spring , 1979 (4th Term) 

Biological Sciances 

Business and' Conmerce 

English and Huaanlties 

Foreign Languages 

Mathematics 

Physical Sciences 

Social Sciences ? 

Agriculture 

Engineering 

Fine and Applied Arts 

Education 

Home Economics 

All Courses 




Community 

College 
Transfers 



Four-year 
College 

TrMsfers 



Continuing 



Mean GPA 


Rank 


Mean GPA 


Rank 


Mean GPA 


• Rank 


(2) 




(4) 


(5) 


m 


(7) 


3.54 • 


(3) 


3,86 . 


(2) 


4.02 


(1) 


3.78 


(3) 


3.92 


(2) 


3.99 


(1) 


■ 4 . 18 


(2) 


4.14 ' 
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FouT^^ear ti^^^^ first in one subject area the 'Secdnd term'i 

Fine and Applied. Arts^ They were well below their mean GPA (3.97) 

In the areas of ^Math^a tics (GPA > 3.48), Biological Sciences (3,67), and Phy- 
sical Sciencet:A(3..74), Continuing juniors ranked highest in ten subject areas 
and second 'In orrfe subject area: Fine and Applied Arts, wfiere the mean GPA* s for 
all. three groups were above, their mean GPA* s for all courses (community college- 
4x29, fqur-yeap^4V44V and nat1ves-4.31 ), Four-year transfers continued to per- 
fpm more like ;4Ke of the difference between .community college group 

performance and fbur-year college group performance decreased during the second 
term. ; *• ' ; Y 

Caniiunity coi lege transfers ranked third in 7 of 11 subject areas for fall 
term, 1978. They'^were well below the other two group^ in the following subject 
areas: Biological : Sciences, Physical Sciences, and Agriculture. The community 
college group v^S' below Its mean term GPA of 3,85, however, in only four , 
subject areas^ Biploglcal Sciences (3.54)V Buslriess and Cbrmierce (3.78), 
Mathematics (3,40J, and Physical Sciences (3.55). This group shared first s 
ranking with the natiyes in the area of Foreign Languages. 

^ Four-year trartsfers ranked first in one subject area (Agriculture) and second 
in six areas/ theyrwere well bel^ their mean GPA of 3.99 in the subject areas 
of Mathematics and ;Phy|i carl Sciences for fall, 1978. Continuing juniors ranked 
highest 1n ten subje^^reas (haying an identical GPA of 4,09 as the cibnunity 
college group in Foreign] Languages) and ranked second in the area of Agriculture 

In the fourth term, the community college transfers ranked third 1n six of 
eleven subject areas-, they rajf^ed first in Mathematics, Fine and Applied Arts,^ 
and Educatlori, and ranked Second in English And Humanities and Foreign Languages. 
They were, once again, well below thelr^ mean GPA (3,96) in the areas of Mathe* 
matlcs (3.60), and Phys1caU5ciences (3.75)* they were far behind the other 
groups in the area of Agr^uTture. C . ^ s 



. The four-yeair transfers achieved the highest GPA 1n four areas: Blologjcal ■ 
, Sciences, Buslriess and. Commerce, Social Sciences, and ^gricultiJre. Trvey were • 
well below their mean GPA (4.07) in Mathematics and Physical Science. The con- 
tinuing juniors ranked highest in four areas, ranked second i'n six areas, and 
were ranked last in Fine and Applied Arts. . # ' ' 

These data show that the overall academic achievement of natives p's gfnerally 
higher than four-year tranifers or cormunlty college transfers in most subject 
areas. The native juniors ranked first in Physicarspiences and Engineering all 
four terms of thls" study. They ranKed first for three of the four semesters in 
Jiological Sctences, KsTness and Cormerces English and Humanities, Social Sciences 
and Mathematics. The four-year group ranked first in three of four semesters for 
tiAgricuUure. The community c0nege group, conversely, ranked third in most * 
SiJbJect areas for each, of the four terms. 

It can be observed from data presented In Table 5 that mean GPA*s for com- 
munity college transfers are appreciably lower than the native junior GPA*s in 
the areas of Biological Sciences, Business and Commerce, Matl>ematlGS^ Physical 
Sciences, Social Sclilences,, Agriculture, and Engineering. Four-year transfers 
were consistently lower than the native Juniors in the Physical Sciences. All 
three groups were consistently lower in Mathematics than 1ri other subject .areas. 

- Institutional Differences ^ • 

A summary of community college transfer student progress by , institution of 
last attendance Is presented in Table 6 for those Illinois community or junior 
colleges sending five or more transfer students to the University of Illinois at 
Urbana-Champaign for the 1977 fall term. These data are accompanied by comparable 
group data for four-year college transfers and coritinuing juniors. Community 
colleges whicJ]_SBft#^five or more transfers were assigned a confidential code niinber, 
which is shown 1n column one; these code numbers do not correspond t6 code numbers 
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^ . TABLE 6 / 

' Sunary of Conynlty College Trgn§fer Student Frogftii by inaclcutlsn s{ htmiim 
tlnivecslt^ of nilnolB at Urbina-Chanpal|n 
Fall, 1977 Group 



■ I '■ .Ho. ' ' 
FiU 

CoUige.J???. 
Codi tans. 



01 
02 



2S 
"27, 



i03 


23 




10 


OS 


i? 


M 

■ yo 

07' 


J 


y/ 
ug 




09 


12 


,10 


8 


n ' 


.7 


12 


16 


13 


20 


14 


7 


IS 


'35 


K 


114 


ir 


11 


18 


11 


H 


10 


20 


25 



, 21 
22 
23 

■24 

. W 

26 
27 
28 
29 ■ 
30 

31 

32. 

33 

34 

35 

36 

37 



All C.C, 768' 
All 

4fViar..676 

All Cent. 
Jm. 



No I Ri-inrollid i CPA ■ 



Aeadiik itatus' After Fgur ^ems 



2nd Tiftt . 3fd Ten 

Ho; m No. CPA 



4th Teri Qui, 



No,, GPA No. 1 

M M iZi M M M MM 

21 3,87 : 17 3,66 17 3,73 

, 22 3.88 17 4.03 15 4.07 

. 22 3,49 '19 4.00 18 3.73 

S 3,89 8 3.14 -6 3,79 

15 3.28 '12 3U6 1 3.70 



Gjjar Pro Droppgd VHtm 
No. ^1 No, 1 "nd. . t Ko. '1 

M M MM M M M ii 



left on 
elegf 
Nb,^ % 
m (22) 



Liffon 

Pro 

.No, % 

m (24) 



Retendon 
Ratio* 



6 3 
29' 4, 
It I 

a 3, 

'7 4. 

7 3. 
15 3. 
18 3 

6.4 
33 3 



03 
66 
58 
00 

74 
34 
60 

15 ■ 
97 



6 3,80 6 3.61. 
26 3.9L.. 24 4.11 
16 3.7J "16 3.8S 



87 3.71 

46 3.72 

17 3.48 

10 3, 51 

:23 4,12 



7 3.66 
■7 4.09 

5 4)f6 
12' 3.18* 
17 3; 53 
'6 3.94' 
'28 4,05 

:74''3.8? 
45r ■3.70 . 
13 3,48 
9«^;57 
20 4.20 ■ 



'.6 4,12 

'7 3,90 

5. 4.35 

12 3,89 
16 3.76' 
f 4.19 

25 .3.97 

69 3.80 29 25 

39 3.96 11 21 

13 3,72 7 33 
9 3.79 4 40 

20 4.37 11 44 



5 


, li 


10 


36 


1 


^3 


5 


18 


3 


11' 


4 


14 






.57 


i ft 

i 


30 


6 


22 


d 


0 


5 


19 


2 


7 


6 


22 


0 


0 


.52 


8. 




^ 8 


35 


2 


9 


4 


17 


0 


fl 


1 




fl 


0 


■ ,7B 


3 


30 


' I 


20 


1 


10 


2 . 


20' 


1 


10 


1 


10. 


0 


0 


.60 


: 3 


IB 


: 3 


18 


2 


11 


6 


33 


1 


5 


2 


12 , 


0 ■ 


■0' 


.47 


2 


29 ' 


2 


2'9 


1 


14^ 


1 


14 


1 


14 


Q 


0 


0 


0 


',71 


13^^ 


41 


13 


41 


Q 


0 


0 


.0 


.;2 


6 


4 


■12 


• 0.. 


0 


.81 


8 


38 


6 


28 


1 


3 


4 


19 


1 


.5 


1 


5.. 


0 


0 


.67 


4 


33 


2 


17 


0 


0 


3' 


25 


1 


I 


2 


17 


0' 


■ 0 ■ : 


,50 


4 


30 


■3 


38 ' 


0: 


0 


1 


12 


0 


0 


'0 


0 


0 


0 


.68 


3 


42 


.2 


29 


0 


0 


2, 


29 


0 


0 


0' 


0 


0 


0 


* '.71 


5 


31 


5 


31 


2 


13 


2 


13 


1 


6 


1 




0 


0 


.75 


12, 


60 


3 


15 


1 


5 


0' 


0 


.1 




2 


10 


'1 


5 


,80 


4 


37 


2 


29 


, 0 


' 0 


0 


■ tt 


1 


14 


0 


0' 




-0 , ■ . 


.86 


18 


51 


10 


19 


0 


0 


1. 


i 3 


2 


6 


.4 


11 


■ 0 


0 


. .80 



31 27 

26 51 

5 24 

5 50 

10 40 



6 5 ' a. 18 13 11 

2 4 mko 2 4 

15 IPS4 0 , 0 

■0 0 ■ 0 0 1 ID 



Q :0 14 



0 



12 11 
3 6 
0. 0 

0 0 

1 ■ 4 



3 .3 

2 4 

,3 .24 

0 0 

2 8 



13 


4.25 


3.42 


. 11 


3,80 


11' 


3.72 


10 


3,86 


5 


■'38 
50 


■ 4 


;3i, 


, 0 
0 


22 . 


4.33 


3.34 


19 


3.93 


18 


3,99 


18 


4.00 


11 


5 


23 


S 


4.54 


3.71 


,5- 


4,02 


3 


3,79 


5 


.4.01 


2 


40 


2 


,40 


0 


S3 
28 


4.36 » 


3,63 


SO 


3.83 


44 


3.97 


40 


4.11 


23 


47 


;i3 


,15'^ 


1 


, 4.20 


3,61- 


23 


4.09 


23 


4.03 


20 


4.31 


16 


57 


. 3 


11 


0 


29 


4.15 


3.I0^. 


,28, 


3,83 


23 


3.92 


21 


3.97 


9 


31 


10 


■34 


3 


5' 


4.41 '■ 


4.18 


4 


4.15 


4 


4,04 


■ 4 


4.31' 


3 


60 


I 


20 


0 
1 


12^ 


4,12. 


3.54 


12 


3.24 


10 


3,52 


.8 


3.61 


I 


17 


6 


50 




4,56 


3.75 


. 24 


3.79 


23 


3.85 


21 


3.93 


10 ■ 


36' 


10 


36 


' 0 


9 


'4.28 


3.37 


8 


3.81 


7 


3,ir 


, 1 


4.26 


3 


33 


4 


45 


0 


5 


4.21. 


3,24 


4 


2V8O 


" 2 


3,6f 


2 


3,70 


0 


0 


2 


40,' 


0 


'5 


'3,86 ■ ■ 


4,31, 


4 


4,65 




4,50 ■ 


■ 4 


4,69 


I: 


40 


, 2 


40 


, 0, 


. 5"' ' 


3,90 


2.25 


'1 


2,57 


1 


2.30 






0 


0 


■ :0 


0 


tl 


11 . 


4.22 


3.56 


13 


3,73 


10 


4.09 


10 


4,07 


6 


46 


s 


3fl. 


0 


8 

22 


4.19 


3.62 


'4 


4,33 


3 


3,95 


2 


4.30 


1 


13 


2 


25 


0 


4.22, . 


3.65 


22 


3,66 


17 


3,86 


17 


3.78 


11 


50 


6 


28 


1 


IS, 


4,06 


3.53 


: 14 


3,60 


13 


3,61 


13 


3.86 


6 


40 


5 


33 


0 



0 2 
0 



8 , } 23 

9 ' J li 
I 20 0 { 0 



0 0 2 



7. J, 11 
7 Iv 4 



.3 23 0,0 
. 3 11 2 7 
0 0 2 22 0 0 



0 0 2 40' 

0 0 '.^U ' 20 

2 40 3' 60 

1. 8 0 0 

0 0 4 30 

2 9 0 0 



.4,22 

4.1?,i 



3.60 



0 0 2 13 1 1 
661 3.77 384 3,85 53? 3,96 274 36 234 31 26 3 93 12 61 B 61 



'0 0 

1 4 

. 0 ; 0 

3 6 
^ 11 

4 14 
1 20 ■ 
0 0 
■2 7 

0 0 

•0* 0 

0 : 0 ■ 

0 . of 

1. 8 

1 12 
1 5 
0 0 



0, 0 

1 3 

0 ,0 

1 20 

0' "0 
0 

0 .''0' 

0 0 

1 5 
1 7 



8 19 2 



3,89 60! 



4220^ 3,99 
^Rtunclon Ratio: 



5 3.9t 528 3.99 484 4.D7 24l' 36 266 39 12 2 ^3 5 36 5 71 ifl 17 '3 



4.03 4079 4.08 3624 4.11 3229 .4.11 2930 70 685 16 69 2 150 .3, 175 4 n/a n/a „/a ,k 
in of Fall, 1977 Croup ,uhe irBduayd or conpleted (hi Urn on clear or probationary status. • , 



,58:^ 
.76'' t 
■ .62, 

JO, 
.84 , 

',69 
.73 : 
.80, ■ ! 
,74 ' 

-.68: 

.76 

.80 ■ . ' 
.75 

.71 ' 
.78 

,40 
.80 

'.85 
.38 
,82 
,73' 

,70 ' . 
.77 . 




assi gniajto i ristitutlons the UnfversTty ff ce ff^ and Col logo Rela- 

.tibhs. the number Of Students"' Who im'tia^lly entered the 1977 fall tern'' 
f^' and each, group Is mean pre-transfer -GPA are shown 1^ 3, respectively. 

.Column 4 shows the mean UIUC first 'term grade point average for the stuqients 
fej; 'from each, community college which has Been cdded; columns 5 through 10 report the 
^g^,^?"^®"^ ^^^"^ents re-enrolled and the mean UIUC GPA for each of the three rp- 

nhlrvg terms being studi^ academic status after . 

, r V. . " ^ " ' - ^ :■ ^ ^ . " 

^^outiterms^ while column 25 reports retention ratios for the coded community col- 

■ ^ ■ ' ' id 

leges, %ur-year t ransfar arfrup, and the^ continuing junior group* 

irison of pre-transfer and first term! GPA ihows that 36 of 37.-G,oded in- 
f^«^HrtH<)naT g a drop of at least ,23 in GPA, with two institutional 

^^fcodes 9 and 33) having decreases which exceeded one letter grade. The one 
IttUtlonal group (code 32) which had no drop in 6pa . showed an increase of .45 
students. Thirty of 37 Institutional groups achieved a mean second term 
^PA fiigher than their mean first ^rm GPA, 21 of 37 groups exceeded their mean 
second term: GPA the^ third term^ and 37 groups exceeded their term GPA the • 

fourth term. Comparisons of pre-transfer and^fogrth term CPA's show .that six ^ / 
community CO Ufge groups (codes 2, 11. 20V 25, 32, and 35) achieved a fourth term 
GPA higher than their mean pre-transfer GPA's (fo^the original entering groups); 
the remaining 31 community college groups did not achieve UIUC GPA's^at the level 
of the mean pre-transfer GPA for the 1977 fall transfers from that copimunity' col lege. 

It is clear from these data that even though recovery in grade point average ' 
is noted in the second, thirdi and fourth terms, considerable vari&hce still 

, ^ ■ : / " ^ , ' ■ 

exists In the achievement after transfer among groups from different community 
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Donald J. Wermers, "Institution Codes for Identification of Institutions 
of Last Attendance for Transfer Students., January 25, 1980." Champaign: 
University Office of School and College Relations^ 1980, ■ 
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VCollegasV There 1s no' evidenci presented in. this study which explains the 
source of observed i nst i tirtipnal di f f erences or d1 f f erences whi ch may exi st • , 
between /students who enter the various curricula. However^ previous studies 
of transfer Students from conjmunity col leges. ^demonstrate the variance In ^the .| 
academtc abilities of the students transferring' from individual coimunlty col- 
leges and this may account for .some *of the differences among gf^oup achievement',^ 

' After the fourth term, 8 [of 37 community boTlege^groups had graduated 50 
percent or more of ^heir students Column 18 shows that eight coiitnuntiy college 
groups had^a disproporttohately high percentage (greater than 20 percent) of 

' ,~ ' ' 'i . 

students dropped. Five community college groups had a withdrawal rate of 20 per- 
cent or greater, shown in coTi^mn 20. 

■ The retention rates for. each of the community college^ with five orflinor% • 
transfei4 ,^re presented in column 25; of Tabl^ 6, Twelve of 37rconiTiunity college 
Institutions show retention rates of .80 or aboye after four terms. Seventeen 
community college groups have retention rates between * 60 and ^79, Only three 
community college grpu^^.had retentipn rates pf less than .50. 

Table 7 presents an analysis of the relatlonship^between the drop In mean 
first term GPA^nd the retention ratio for the 37 community college groups, A 
correlation of -*63 was found between the institutional^, drop in first term GPA 
and the retent1oni,rat/o for alKstudents from that community qollege. Institutions 
which experience a large drop in GPA had a low retention ratio and institutions 
with modest decreases or an Increase 1n first term GPA had a higher retention 
(see columns 3 and 4). It is estimated that approximately^ percent of the vari- 
ance In retention ratios among the 37 community college groups can be accounted 
for by the variance in mean drop in first term GPA. at UIUC. 

Table 8 presents the relationship of pre-transfer GPA and UIUC GPA for each ^ 
of the four terms of this study, the relationship of pre-^transfpr GPA and last 
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Re'lationshlp of Drop' in Mean Fi fst Term GPA, and Retention Ratio 



Iristi tution' 

-«;Code 



01 

02 
03 
04 
05 
06 
07 
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09 
10 
11 
12 
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ll? 
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28\ 
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f* S1g/i meant at; .Ql 
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. S, 



1* 
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Ratio (Y) 
(4) 

^'.57. 

.78 
' ,60 
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; = .40 ' 

{Slop:e;- -:.3Si Intercept = -.91; Y = -.3SX + .91) 
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term UIUC GPA (pre- transfer GPA and Sf(A for eaeh of the sample members, regard- f 



less tif each member's last term Qf attendance), and the relationship of pi^e- 
tr^Dsfar GPA and final status at UIUC (refer to status categories given on p. 5) 
by type of Institution. Random samples of 125 community college transfers . and 
; 125 four-year college transfers were selected to obtain these rel a . 
Significant relationships are identified by one (P < .05) or two (P < ,01)^ ^ 

.r'^7^;atteHskS-^Hn-C0 ,.....^.^-..1.,.-^^^ -.. ... . .... 

The slope and intercept are shown for each sample group so that a prediction 
equation can be constructed for each type 4f transfer (y^slppe (x) + Intercept). 
For examplet a transfer fromj community college with a mean pre-transfer GPA of > . 
4.00 can be expected to achieve a mean first term GPA of 3,41 , since y ^ slope(K) . 
+ interoeptl .76 (4.00) + . 37. That same .transfer student can be expected to , 



achleye-a mean second tenn GPA of 3.44j since y - slope{.x) + intercept: 1.06(4.00) 
■+•(-.80) , a mean third term GPA of 3.69: [.75(4.00) + .69], a .m^an fourth term 
V GPA of 3v85r ^.e8(4^00) + 1 .13]y and a finaT status at^^^^^^ 

+ .73]. It woyld take a 3.46 pre-transfer 6PA f rom a community college transfer 
^ predict a 3.00 fp»*' term UIUC GPA and a 3.29 pre-transfer GPA to predict a 
last term Uiye-fiw of 3.00. It Is likely that community college students with 
GPA\|. below 3.29 jwin nd* achieve a grade point . iiverage above 3.00 (C) after transfer. 

The^^TItTOns^i'p b^ween pre-transfer GPA and performance at UIUC for the « 
i^andom sample of >25^™un1ty college t"ransfers was.found to be significant at 
the p < .01 level for each term of this study, Tast term UIUC GPA, and final 
status . The /relationship between pVe-transfer GPA' and performance at UIUC for 
the randon^sample of 125 four-^ar transfers was ^gnificant at the p < .01 level 
for first, secon'd, and third" term" UIUC GPA 's, and was significarit at the p < .05 
level for last^term UIUC GPA* These* data confirm the conclusion that the pre- 
transfer CPA's upon which these transfers were selected had a significant positive 
relat1ons)i1p to performance .at UIUC* ' ; 



A review of the trend in rttentlon and acadimic achiivement at UIUC jince 
1970 reveals soma gradual changes in relation to transfer students at UIUC- 
Table 9 reports trends in community college transfer student performance at 
UIUC. The numbers of community college transfers to UIUC inpreasjed rather dra- 
matically between 1971 and 1972, when the number of transfers nearly doubled; ^ 
since 1975;tht numbers of transfers have Temained Yairly constant at about 725^ 
j!i!^t^havejjbeen^ j"ncrtises_1n pre- trans fer GPA for communi ty, col lege, .trans 

fers to UIUC; these Increases have been accompanied by very modest increases in 
^mean first term GPA. * Retention rates one year after transfer have stabilized 
at. about .80 and two years ffter transfer at- approximately .70. , The graduation 
rate for the community college group Is approximately 40 ^ercffnt two years after 
transfer; It has varied from about 45 percent in 1971 to approximately 36 per- 
cent In 1977, when measured two yea rC after transfer. It seems that both the 
quality of community college transfer students as measured by pre-transfer GPA - 
jmd the retention rates has stabilized at UIUC , : j,^ 

Table 10 reports trends in four-year collige transfer student progres& at 
UIUC. The enrollment trends of four-year college transfers resertle those of 
community college transfers^ with the exception that since 1975 the decrease in 
numbers of four-year tiyinsfers has been pronounced. The numbers have' stabilized 
at apprpximatley 60D. Pre-transfers- GPA's for four-year transfers have also 
increased ste|^ily since 1972 to 4,1& in 1979j while mean first term GPA' s hav^ 
not fluctuated a great^ deal V Retention ratfos one year af^er transfer are ap- 
proxlm^ately .SS^ which is slightly higher than the ,80 for conrnunity college 
transfers. Retention two years after transfer varies^tween *67 and ,80| and 
is sTIghtly greater than the conmunity college figure. 

\ Graduation rates for the four-year college transfers two years after trans- 
fer range from 36 percent to 58 percent, but have stabniied at about 40 percent. 
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: for four-year college transfers do hot differ 

' /^greatly f^^ tHa graduation rates for community college transfers, even though 
: the SPA' s are somewhat higher* ' • 
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^^lA'^.:/KIiiJ■ ■Su)IlTOrV;^^^ and Interpretation of Findings- . - _ 

a . Summary of .Findings . . 

' V ' ' The comfnuhity collage^ transfer group entered UIUC with a pre-transfer 

" " , ' ' ' 

, GPA 'Of 4,22. which is slightly higher than^he pra-transfer QPA (4.17) of the 

four-year college transfer group and the previous GPA for the UIUC native group 

(3.99). 

----^t^-Comrnunity college -transfers achieved first* term UIUD-grade point— 
averages ,62 b^ow their pre-transfer GPA'^ while four-year transfers dropped 
.28; the natives achieved an average GPA slightly Jiigher (.04?) ^han their 
prevlpMs achievements - 

3* Neither coimiunity college transfers nor four-ye^r transfers to UIUC ^ 
equalled or exceeded their mean pre-transfer grade poim average during the 
four terms Included in this study. The native junio/sj however, achieved UIUC 
grade point averages which, for each of the four tet, did exceed that group's 
GPA at the point of 1m of this study. 

4. Seventy-six percent of the community college group arid 78 percent of 
the four-year conege grQUpL complsted the first year after transfer and. re- 
enrolled for the/secohd.year of the study, while 86 percent of the native group 
re-enrolled for the nfeKt year. . ' . ; 

5. .Seventy percent of the conmunlty college transfers~and 77 percent of 
the four-year college transfers were graduated or retained after two years , 
while the (Comparable figure for the native students was 88 percent. 

6. Thirty-six percent ::0f both the community college transfers and the 
four-year coll ege transfers graduated during the two years of the study; ap- 
py-oximately three-fourths't70l) of the natives In the fall , 1977, group 
graduated during the same period. . • ^ 
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7/ ;Appro)^1mately^^l4 percent of the community college transfer "group and . - 
8 percent V the four-year transfer group left UIUC for academic reasons, while 
3 percent of the natives left for acadei^ic reasons during the two-year period 
of the study; ^ ^ i 

V, 8. Twelve perceDt of the community college transfers and five percent of 
the four-year college transfers were dropped and never re-entered UIUC, while . 

r ■ ■ ■ .. ... ■■ f 

• ■ : ■ . -■■ ■ ■ . ' \ f' - ■ ■ 

only three percent of* t^ natives were dropped and never re-entered after at- 
taining Junior status. ; ^ y " 

9. Approximately ten percent of the four-year college transfers and eight 
percent of the community college transfers left on clear status and did not re- 
enroll at UIUC. ^ 

Ip. Three percent of ^ the four-year transfers andHwp percent of the comhiunlty 
college transfers left on probatloh and did not re-enroll . • 

11., Transfer students who left ^cl ear status were generally higher achievers 
before transfer and achieved higher UIUC grade point averages during the term 
precedlnir their depi^^ture than the average student in their transfer group. 

12. Transfer students who were dropped or who left on probation were generally 
lower achievers before transfer and achy ed UIUC grade point averages well . 
below the average student In their transfer group for the term(s) preceding 
their departure. 

139. Conmunity college transfers achieved a lower GPA 1n a majority 

of the 12 sijbject areas studied than did the four-year transfers ori/be native 
group, The performance of the four-year transfer group mprte closely: resembled 
that of the continuing natives than that of the community college group in the 
various siibjeot areas. 

14.. Community cqI lege transfers and four-yeaH transfers wtere conststantly 
below average group achievement in the subject. areas of mathematics , physical/ 
sciences, biological sclencs* and business and commerce. 



' " 1.5. There was a negative correlation, (-.63) between the average first' 
term^drop in mean GPA and the final retention Vratio; for individual community 
colleges. In general , those institutions whose transfer students to UIUC 
experienced the largest drop betw§pn;pre-transfer GPA and first term U JUG GPA 
obtained the lowest retention ratios after four terms. 

16. The pre^transfer GPA of Individual students is a significant pre- 
djctof .term Ujfe GPA,. Vast UIUC GPA,' and last jJIUC stsitus for community 
college transfers i The pre*^transfer GRA of individual students is a significant 
predictor of UIUC GPA for the firsts seconds and third terms, and UIUC GPA 

for last term of attendance for four-year college transfers* 

17. There has bean a steady increase in pre- transfer GPA from 3,94 in 
1970 to 4.26 in 1979 for community collage transfers There has^lso been a 
steady, and correlated increase 1n; first term UIl^GPA for this same group 
from 3.56 in 1970 to' 3.66 in 1978* There was a correlatfon of +J3 (P < JO) 
between mean pre-transfer GPA and mean first term UIUC GPA for the 10 year 
period from 1970 to 1979. No relationship Is indldated between pre-^^ 

GPA and first term UIUC GPA for four-year college transfers, for the 10-year 
period. ^ ' . ■ \ ,n . . Z ^- - 

18. Retention ratios two years after transfer for the community college 
group have ranged from .67 to ^74 In.tjie last decade, and have stabilized at 
about .70 in recent years. The comparable figures for four-year college trans-^ 
fers have varied from .67 In 1974 to .80 in 1971, but have remained twO to 
five percent greater than for the two-year coTlege group. ' 

19. The graduation rate of 36 percent for both community college transfers 
and four-year college^ transfers is generally consistent with graduation rates 
for these transfer groups in prior years. Graduation rates for four-year col- 
lege transfers tend to fluctuate more from year^to*year than graduation rates 
,for communis college transfers. . ^ r ' 
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Discussion and Interpretation of Findings . . \ 

^ The findings presented in this study indicate that community college ' 
transfers and^four-yaar college transfers did not aohieve^^ as wall after 
transfer to UIUC as they . did before tran^sfer, while continuing juniors 
aehiavsd higher GPAVs than they had achieved prior to selection for this study* 
This is not a new finding; previous studies at both UIUC and UICC* along with • 
natiohal studies^ have duplicated this finding. This study* then* present^ 

.... ...... ..... ^ - J... 

data which conflicts with the statewide report by Lach,'^ an.d supports pre^ 
vious studies of transfer students to the two campuses of the University of 
Illinois, V % \| 

Ratentiorv including graduation and continuing o^ cl ear on*probat1 on* was 
lower for cormiunity college transfers (* 70) and for four-year college trrans- 
fers (.77) than for continuing juniors (.88). More striking are differences In 
graduation rates, Commuriity colTege transfers ^and four-year cdl lege transfers 
graduated 36 percent of their groups during the term of this study* while 70 
percent of the continuing juhfors wire graduated data support the 

Hypothesis that transfer students do not achieve as well after transfer to UIUC 
as conrtlriuing junidrs, j . ^ v 

The reasons.. for leaving the university ar 1n an analysts of the 

success da^ for various groups. Approximately fourteen percent of the com- 
munity collage transfers: and eight percent of the four-year transfers were 
dropped dr left on probation duHng t^ twp-:^ear piribd of the '^stuc^t compared 
with three percent of tht continuing juniors. These data further support the 
hypothesis that cormiu.nity collage transfars jnd four-year college transfers 
as a group are less well pr'epared to achi^f at UIUC than continuing Juniors., 
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" . ; -The findings and imp^licatlons fcresented in thjs study need to be inter- 
. p^^ted in the context of the envirckiment in which the reseirch was conducted 
.and evalMated .and .in relation to the di^fferential. purposes of the types of 
institutions represented by students in the study, One purpose of community 
" colleges is to prepare baccrf^aur^^a-t^-or^ie^ su9cessful trana- 

; fer to four>*year .€oT.ligas and unlve^ completion of bachelor's degrees. ; - 

Cormunlty colleges^ are ''open door "^li^^^it^ students 
^T/whd^arsWinirn^^^ This means^ " 

that cormiunity collagei' h&ve studentllenr-olle'd in Jbaccalaureate-orianted courses 

■ - - ^ ' ^ ' 

pftnd programs who are high afcademic aopievers as well as students with-vaverage 

. land below average academic aQhtevement) with, lower probabi lity of achieving \ : 

i success inu transfer program. . It 1s from this populatlofi that commum'ijty coT-- 

I l^ge transfers originate and ara selected for admission ,to" IHUC in corrlpeljltiori 

with transfers from four-year colleges and universities. i . 

The major purposes of the undergraduate colleges at the University Illinois 

. af^ to provide the generaT educatiQn 5 te and profess1onal)knowledge^ . 

arfd skills to fill leadership roles Irj socAety at the bachelor's degree level . 



in^ p 



prepare students for successful completion of graduate programs * The^ 



University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign admits the ''best qualified-'' beginning 

frethmen and transfers in each of, its colleges and Gurricula for each admission 

0^ period* * Data for the present &nd recent beginning freshmen classes show that 
/ . > # * , ■ ■ ' . ■ ■' 

the averagevbeginning freshman student graduated at about the 86 .8 perceritile 

- ■ ^ .*i i ' ^ " ■ ■ ' ■ ^ ■• ^ ■' 

".' of his oHMr high school graduating class and had an ACT fcomposite Score of ^ 



about 25.6_/ which makes ihe native studen population a ver^ highly qualified ^ 
group when ^aQmpared with the population of community collegi syfudent#^engolled 

Langitbn* lira W, iV, ''The^ Urbana-Ghampaign Campus FreshM Profilet 
Fall I 1979J|-,£hamRa1gn: Univirsity Office of School and tollege^ Relations i 
University m'llj 



sin baccalaureate-orientid programs* The four-year colliges and universities, * 
m^om which the University of 111 inols receives transfer students have diver- ^ 
JS^^ purposes, but it is known, that the transfers from those Institutions to 
, UIUC have high school ranks and college entrance scores very simlliar to the 
scores of native students. 

; " The community colleges provide an opportunity for many students to entir 
UIUC's undergraduate programs as transfer students who would not have been 
admitted under the more competitive beginning freshmen requirements, the com- 
munity colleges p^vide access or opportunity for many students to obtain ad- 
mission and cqiTiplete bachelor's degree programs which would not have been open 
tjD them following graduation from high school. More than 70 percent of these 
students are^ successful at UIUC as measured by retention for four terms after ' 
transfer. The "successnnrate" is about seven percent more for transfers from ^ 
four-year colleges and approximately 18 percent less than for native juniors who 
have already successfully completei two years at UIUC and in general were higher 
achievers in high school as measured by ACT composite and High School Perctentile 
^ Rank, - ^ 
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i IV. Policy Co^derations - ^ 

The findings of this study demonstrate the improved quality of both 
community college transfers and four-year college tran|fers fn 1977 over 1970 
as meafsured by pre-transfer GPA, first term GPA, retention, and graduation. 
In general* these data support the concldsion that the use of current , transfer 
admission policies and admission criteria and standards at UIUC is effective 
in the selection and admission of transfer students who are relatively sue- 
cessful in achieving their educational goals ip comparison with^ the native juniors. 

Even, though the above conclusion is supported, there remain som^problemB 
which warrant further study and analy|^s regarding future policy considerations- ^ 
For e'xample, coimunity college transfers p^^^ue to experience a drop of ap- 
pii^lmateTy .60 in grade poi'Jit average when they transfer to UIUC-, they recover 
ohly about o^-half (.30) of this drop by the end of the second year after tran- ,v 
fer. The four-year college transfers experience less than one-half as much 
■transfer shock (-.ZSjVwtd they recover and achieve only about .13 GPA -below 
their pre-transfer lev^T^hls is, therefore, of much less concern. However, ^ 
both groups achieve approximately a^the "B" level during^ the fourth term after 
.transfer, which is indicative of thiir improved level of pepformance of UIUC. 
It is clear from this study arW^^rs that community college transfers 
have more problems with scholarship and ac^vement aftef transfei^than four- 
year college transfers. Twelve g^rcent, or one" of each eight community college 
transfers, were ultimately dropped for academic reasons and never 'returned. An 
additinnal two percent left on probation, which implies academic problems. In 
total, one in seven community' coll egff transfers left the University and did 
not return because of academic difficulty. The comparabile figure for four-year . 
col leqe transfers is eight percent (or one in 12), and approxiniately three per- 
cent for native juniom^ (1 in 33). Even the transfers who were dropped were 



successful students before transfer^ as demonstrated by a pre-transfer GPA of 
' . ^ / ■ ■ . • . " 

approximately 3*S7 (B - 4,00) for cormiunity college transfers whtf were dropped, 

and a pre-transfer CPA of 3,76 (B - 4*00) for four-year transfers who were 



dropped, T^Oriajor/pol icy consideration is whether or not the University shouT^ 
attempt to reduce. the relatively high number of community collegl transfers 
who are dropped after entering UIUC with "good" cormunity college records and 
achieving ielow 3,1D GPA's a^ UIUC. 

-Another' concern is "fhe relatively low achievement of community college 
transferjs in mathematics ^ biological sciences, and physical sciences at UIUC. 
It is possible that further study and analysis of the students v^ho are dropped 
would revlal that lack of success in required mathematics, blologyi chemistry, 
and physics courses n's the greatest source of Academic difficulty for community 
college students. If this, proves to be the case,, it may be appropriate to ask 
students to present evidence of minimum competency In those subject areas as a 
part of their admission credentials, or demonstrate competency on a placement 
exam after admission and before enrollment. ' 

In conclusioni it is clear that UIUC has a siiccessll 
program* The^flndlngs and conclusions of this study suggest only that the 
system may need further refining in order to improve Its effecti^veness 1n 
selecting the best qualified" transfer students available. 
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AppendiK A . 

Nuiber, Orade Point Average , and Acadiiic Status of Fall, 19?? Comunity Coll8|e Transfer Students 

: by Institution of Last Attendance ' 
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